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Ir sEEMS THAT THE Government propose to proceed 
against the speakers at the Fenian meeting in Hyde- 
park on Sunday last, and, indeed, if law is to be any- 
thing more than a name, no other course could be 
adopted. The difficulties which must be encountered, 
if there are any, arise entirely from the careless and 
slovenly manner in which the Parks Regulation Act, 
1872, has beendrawn. Inspite, however, of the opinion 
said to have been expressed by Mr. Beales, we do not 
think there is much real doubt as to the meaning of the 
Act. The first schedule of the Act contains the follow- 
ing, among other regulations :—-‘ No person shall de- 
liver, or invite any person to deliver, any public address 
in a park (a term including Hyde-park), except in ac- 
cordance with the rules of the park ;” and the “rules 
of the park” are such rules as may from time to time be 
made in relation to any matter to which the regulations 
contained in the schedule are applicable, by the Com- 
missioners of her Majesty’s Works. The delivery of 
public addresses is certainly one of these matters, and 
the Commissioners have accordingly issued certain 
“* rules of the park” in respect of them. So far there 
is nv ambiguity in the Act. It is the language of sec- 
tion 9 that gives colour to the contention of the Fenian 
orators. By that section it is enacted that “ any rule 
made in pursuance of the first schedule of this Act shall 
be forthwith laid before both Houses of Parliament, if 
Parliament be sitting, or, if not then, avithin three 
weeks after the beginning of the next ensuing session of 
Parliament, and if any such rules shall be disapproved of 
by either House of Parliament within one month atter the 
same shall haye been so laid before Parliament, such 
rules, or such parts thereof as shall be disapproved of, 
shall not be enforced.” ‘his enactment amply pro- 
vides, as we have recently pointed out, against the per- 
manency of oppressive or objectionable rules, But 
until Parliamentary disapprobation is expressed, the 
rules, it appears to us, are valid and must be obeyed. 
The section clearly contemplates the issue of rules at a 
period when Parliament is not in session; and the in- 
tention of the Legislature can scarcely have been to 
provide for the issue of rules which for weeks, or 
possibly months, would be inoperative, the parks during 
that interval being left subject to no rules atall, The 
phraseology of the section is unfortunate, and if the true 
construction be that the rules until approved by. Parlia- 
ment have no force, the Government will find itself placed 
in a somewhat ridiculous position. The Act should 
have contained an express proyision that the rules should 
be valid when issued. We believe that, even as it 
stands, the Act will bear that interpretation, but the 
looseness of the language employed certainly leaves the 
point an arguable one, especially as the infliction of a 
penalty ought always to be indicated in an unmistakable 
Manner, 








THERE Is A PorutAR ImprEssIon, shared ap-* 
parently by no less a person than the Attorney-General, 





that the Duke of Marlborough holds his estates at Wood- 
stock by a less secure title than that by which, say, the 
Duke of Bedford holds his estates at Woburn. Everyone 
knows that Woodstock was originally granted to the 

famous Duke of Marlborough in Queen Anne's reign, 
and many believe that not only is the property inalien- 
able, but that on failure of the Dukes of Marlborough 
in the Churchill line the property reverts to the Crown, 
or, as some prefer to put it, to the nation. In fact, how- 
ever, the statute 3 & 4 Anne, c. 6, granted the manor of 
Woodstock and the hundred of Wooton to the Duke, 
his heirs and assigns, rendering to Her Majesty and 
her successors on the second of August yearly “ one 
standard of colours with three flowers de luce painted 
thereon,” which tribute for the current year may be 
seen at this moment by the visitor to Windsor Castle. 
The preamble is notable for reciting that the grant is 
not to be taken as # precedent for the reward of “ less 
merit,” which may be read either as a genuine 

protest against state munificence, or as an 
elaborate compliment quite in the spirit of the time. 
The Duke had thus an ordinary estate of fee simple in 
the property, but he having no sons, it was, by 5 &6 
Anne, c. 3, settled strictly on his daughters and the 
heirs of their bodies. That statute contained a clause 
forbidding the barring of the entail, which restriction 
still remains, since the Fines and Recoveries Act (3 & 4 

Will. 4, c. 74, s. 18) is expressed ‘‘not to extend to 
persons restrained from barring entails by any Act.” 

The peculiarity in the Woodstock title, therefore, be- 
sides the picturesque revival of the ancient tenure by 
grand serjeantry, is that the ultimate reversion on 
failure of the issue of the Great Duke's daughters 
can alone be aliened, the Crown having no greater in- 
terest than it has in every estate in thé country, un- 
less, indeed, there may be a forfeiture on failure to pre- 
sent the standard of colours with the three flowers de 
luce painted thereon on the second of August. The pre- 
sent duke is in precisely the same position as was every 
tenant in tail before 7'altarwm’s case, which in Edward 
IV.’s reign introduced the fiction of recoveries. ‘The 

parallel case is the estate of the Duke of Wellington, 
at Strathfieldsaye, the history of which is the converse 

to that of Woodstock. By 53 Geo. 3,c. 4, an estate 

was directed to be purchased out of the consolidated 

fund and to be settled to the use of “the Marquis of 
Wellington and the heirs male of his body, and to such 

other person to whom the title shall descend, and in de- 
fault to the heirs of his body.” This would have left 
an ultimate remainder in the Crown, but by 53 Geo. 3, 
c. 138, that remainder is itself limited to the heirs of 
the Marquis, and made devisable by him. . Thus, it 

will be seen that “the nation ” has no more claim upon 

the property of either of these illustrious families 

than upon the estates of the landowner whose ances- 

tors were entirely undistinguished. 


Tue Deprors Act, 1869, section 4, which abol'shed 
imprisonment ‘for debt in ordinary cases, contains, 
amongst other exceptions, one (sub-section 3) whereby 
any ‘‘ default by a trustee or person acting in a fidu- 
ciary capacity and ordered to pay by a Court of equity 
any sum in his possession or under his control,” is 
excluded from the operation of the section. In a case 
which we reported last week the meaning of this 
enactment came under the consideration of the judge 
of the Halifax County Court, and he arrived at a 
decision upon the subject which, if upheld, will give 
a very unexpected extension to the exception in 
question. 

In the course of certain bankruptcy proceedings, 
it appeared that money had been paid by the bankrupt 
to a creditor under such circumstances that the 
payment amounted to a fraudulent preference; 
and the Court accordingly ordered the creditor 
to pay over the amount to the trustee. This 
order was disobeyed by the creditor, and the 
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learned judge held that this amounted toa default 
by @ trustee, or a person acting in a fiduciary 
capacity, and ordered to pay by a court of equity. 
He lays it down broadly that the clause applies in 
every case of the “receiving of money which con- 
sistently with conscience cannot be retained,” so that 
the receiver cannot ‘‘ with a safe conscience, ex equo et 
bono, retain it.” We do not ourselves at all sup- 
pose that any such idea as this was in the minds of the 
framers of the Act, nor do we think that any such 
meaning need be put upon the Act. It seems an 
almost absurd result to hold that if a court of law 
decides that A. has received money for the use of B., 
and therefore gives judgment that A. pay the amount 
to B., this creates a mere debt, for which A. cannot be 
imprisoned; but that if a court of equity decides 
exactly the same thing, and makes an order to exactly 
the same effect, he is liable to a year’s imprisonment. 
We believe the words “trustee” and “ fiduciary ca- 
pacity” to be used in their strict sense, and not to 
include every case of so-called implied trust, which 
may be declared by a court of equity or bankruptcy. 





Tae Mepicau Jouryats frequently take occasion to 
launch disapprobation against the legal profession and 
the magistracy, upon two matters relating to the otfce 
ef coroner. On one of these points we have sometimes 
crossed swords with our contemporaries, though by no 
means so often as the challenge has been held out. The 
point of which we are now speaking is, the selection of 
coroners. The choice of coroners is not restricted to any 
profession, but most coroners are lawyers, and the re- 
mainder almost, if not quite, all medical men. In 
writing on that matter we have always said :—“ Let 
the coroner be the best man procurable, be the best man 
lawyer, doctor or anything else; but as the office is a 
judicial one, involving the taking of a great deal of evi- 
dence, a lawyer, ceteris paribus, is most suitable.” Our 
medical contemporaries, however, seem on their side to 
put the matter higher than we do on ours, and claim the 
coroner’s office as a “ legitimate appanage of medicine.” 

The point on which our contemporaries quarrel occa- 
sionally with the magistracy is, respecting coroners’ 
charges. Coroners are now paid by salary, so far as 
concerns their own remuneration; the moneys to meet 
the expenses of inquests, allowances for instance to 
police, medical and other witnesses, landlords of inquest 
rooms wid Uluer matters, are (we are at this moment 
speakin;; uf county coroners) charged by them to the 
County Treasurer, and by him paid to the coroner, who 
in turn is to account to the parties. The Middlesex 
bench of magistrates, have sometimes, at the passing of 
accounts at Quarter Sessions, grumbled at coroner’s 
charges. Dr. Lankester, one of the coroners for Mid- 
dlesex, with whose charges the Middlesex Bench appear 
dissatisfied, recently wrote a long letter to the J'imes, 
which the British Medical Journal styles “a very dig- 
nified and proper letter,” in which he observed that as 
the magistrates have no option in passing his charges, 
and cannot disallow them, they had much better 
leave off grumbling. He recommended, in conclusion, 
that the audit, such as it is, should be by a Treasury 
official ; who would not grumble—as to which, query. 
We understand the complaint of the Middlesex magis- 
trates to be that Dr. Lankester orders an excessive num- 
ber of post mortem examinations, that in fact he is in 
the constant habit of ordering a “ post mortem” 
in cases where nothing of the kind is required, where 
the cause of death is obvious without any such evidence. 
We express no opinion whatever on the justice or in- 
justice of this complaint, and are simply availing our- 
selves of the instance as a peg on which to hang a few 
remarks on the general subject. It may be that legal 
coroners direct post mortems too seldom; but however 
that may be, there is certainly a feeling on more than one 
bench of magistrates, that some of the medical coroners 


it exists, is not likely to be allayed by the fact that the 
magistrates have no jurisdiction to question the coroners 
charges. There are complaints that “ post mortems” 
are sometimes ordered purely in the interests of 
medical science, investigations which, however laud- 
able in themselves, it is hardly in order that the 
county should have to pay for under the head of 
judicial investigations in the interest of criminal 
justice. Cemplaints are also rumoured sometimes, of 
less excusable reasons for directing unnecessary *‘ post 
mortems.’’ It must be distinctly understood, not only 
that we offer no opinion as to the truth or untruth of 
any such complaints as these, but that we are speaking 
totally without reference to any particular coroner or 
any particular county. We only allude to these 
matters in order to raise the query whether it might not 
be possible—by providing in counties means for an in- 
vestigation of charges disapproved of—to take away all 
cause of such complaint. Another proposition which has 
been made before now, is that the sums for witnesses, 
&c., should, instead of being paid to the coroners, to be 
by him subsequently accounted for to the parties, be 
paid direct to the parties, thus relieving the coroner of 
a troublesome duty, and preventing all imputation, 
however groundless, of his keeping the money too leng 
in his own pocket. 

The manner of electing county coroners is a subject 
upon which several aburtiye bills have been in Parlia- 
ment during the last few years, and which exhibits 
much reom for improvement. We do not, for our own 
part, think that a contested election by, to use the 
words of the statute of Edward IIL., * all the commons 
of the county” is the best method of appointing a 
county coroner. To name one objection only—many 
deserving men caunot afford the expense of con- 
testing a county election. The latest Bill dealing with 
the subject would have reduced the numbers of electors, 
from the aggregate of “ freeholders” of every amount, 
to those possessing the Parliament ary franchise.” That 
no doubt, would have been an improvement, but only 
8 partial one. 

We think we have said enough to show that the 
whole subject is one deserving the consideration of 
those legislators who interest themselves in schemes 
of county reform. 

THE FOLLOWING IS A suMMARY of the decisions 
given since our last issue, in the European Arbitra- 
tion :— , 

“ Novation ” cases.—Coghlan’s case was the case of a 
policyholder originally insured in the Catholic Law 
and General Company, whose business had, through 
successive “amalgamations” of the Phoenix and the - 
British Nation, become merged in the European. This 
gentleman had protested, and had not accepted bonuses, 
and it is probable that Lord Cairns, in the Court of 
Appeal in Chancery, would have done as Lord Westbury 
did, and reserved him his claim on his original com- 
pany. Inthe judgment, however, Lord Westbury ex- 
plains his views as to the onus probandi. In Blundell’s 
case also, it is probable that the rcsult of the decision 
involves no new principle, since Mr. Blundell—whose 
claim was reserved on his original company, the British 
Commercial—had received no notice of the amalgama- 
tion. The theory laid down is noticed elsewhere in our 
columns. 

In Wallberg’s case (Nov. 5), the arbitrator held—as 
he had intimated that he should hold—that the date for 
valuation of policies and annuities is the date of the 
winding up order (i.c., ofthe presentation of the peti- 
tion on which the order was made), thus agreeing with 
the decisions of Lord Cairns in Lancaster’s case (16 S. J. 
103). An application had previously been made, on 
the 2nd that, in case,of the valuation date being fixed 
as above, policyholders who had paid premiums since 
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miums or abandoning their proof and receiving the 
miums back; but the arbitrator said that if the 
icyholders were entitled to prove, they could not 
giterwards abandon their proof, they must, therefore 
make their election before his decision was given. In 
Sullivan’s and Smythe’s cases the date of the winding-up 
order was in like manner held to be the date dor valua- 
tion of annuities. Questions then remainzd as to 
instalments of annuity due and unpaid As to instal- 
ments which became payable before the winding-up it was 
held that the annuity-contract holder is entitled to prove 
for such instalments, together with interest thereon from 
the day of payment down to the presentation of the 
tition to wind up. With regard to instalments 
hilling due between the presentation of the petition 
and the day on which the order was made, the an- 
nuity-contract holder is to be entitled to prove for 
such instalments, but without any interest thereon. 
Where sums under £50 had been paid by the society 
to the contract-holder between the presentation of the 
petition to wind up and the winding-up order, in 
accordance with Vice-Chancellor Malins’ order, then 
that money is to be retained by the contract-holder, 
and credit is to be given for it as against the instal- 
ments that became due before the date of the wind- 
ing-up order. 

Trustram’s case it was established that when pre- 
miums have become due before the date of the pre- 
sentation of the petition to wind up, but the thirty 
days’ grace allowed for payment thereof did not ex- 
pire until after the date of the presentation of the 
petition, the policyholder shall be at liberty now to 
pay or satisfy those premiums before proof, without 
prendice to the question whether the premium shall 

paid in cash or declared asa sum that must be de- 
ducted from the dividend upon proof. 

In the Royal Naval and Military Company’s case, the 
question was, whether that portion of the assets of the 
Royal Naval and Military Company which had been 
transferred to the European Society in 1866, was 
































et heldars of the Royal Naval Company. Lord 
estbury held the contrary. 

There were also some cases adjourned for various 
purposes, among them being what was in effect an 
appeal against the order of Vice-Chancellor Malins for 
winding-up the Industrial and General Life Assurance 
and Deposit Company, on the petition of an an- 
nuitant. 














HAVING very frequently had occasion to disagree 
with the Pull Mall Gazette, it gives us pleasure to re- 
produce in our issue of this day an able article of our 
contemporary’s on Legal Education, and one which 
contains a great deal of truth. ‘he only point on 
which we are at issue with the views expressed, is that 
of codification, the potentialities of which our contem- 
porary, contrary to his usual wont, seems here to 
overrate, 












Lorp SELBORNE's appearance in Westminster Hall 
this day week was greeted, as might have been ex- 
pected, with a great deal of well-deserved applause. 
The loudest ovation, however, of the day, was be- 
stowed upon the Lord Chief Justice, as though the 
assemblage which crowded the hal! must needs record 
in this manner their appreciation of his conduct 
_ ¥pon the Geneva Arbitration. Mr. Justice Denman, 
too, who has ever been both popular and esteemed, re- 
ceived a hearty welcome. 











LORD WESTBURY ON “ NOVATION.” 
_ Lord Westbury’s views on the “novation” ques- 
tion are now fully ascertained. They involve very 
essential divergence from the principles previously laid 
down in the Court of Chancery, and by Lord Cairns in 
the Albert Arbitration, The change is exceedingly 








stamped with a trust in favour of the then existing | 








favourable to policyholders in the original companies, 
who will, upon Lord Westbury’s principles, rank in 
crowds as claimants on the companies with which they 
originally assured, where-under the Chancery and Albert 
decisions they would have been entitled to claim only 
against the European. But claimants and their advisers 
had better in their own interest consider whether the 
difference between Lord Westbury’s theory of life 
assurance “ novation ”’ and that in previous use may not 
also involve a difference in the goal for which they 
should try. It was made evident very early in the 
Albert liquidation, that Lord Cairns’ rationes decidendt 
would throw a vast mass of the assured in the original 
companies, as claimants on the assets of the Albert ; and 
thus it became the interest of policyholders to struggle 
hard for claims on the original companies, for whose 
assets there would be fewer competitors. But on Lord 
Westbury’s principle a vast number of the assured in 
the original companies will, e converso, be entitled to 
claim on those original companies ; in which state of 
things it is far from being an impossibility that as be- 
tween the European and some, at any rate, of the 
‘amalgamated ”’ societies, a claim on the European may 
produce the better dividend of the two. 

Apart from the merits of the question, we regard it 
as certainly unfortunate that the ratio decidendi adopted 
by one arbitrator in dealing with a very large and im- 
portant class of cases, should differ so essentially from 
that adopted by his predecessor in another arbitration. 
In the nature of things it is very undesirable that a 
certain principle, or one widely differing, should be 
applied to a man's case, according as he has happened 
to insure in the A. company, subsequently swallowed 
by the Albert, or in the B. company, subsequently 
swallowed by the European. We think, however, 
that the instance affords a warning of the legal uncer- 
tainty we might expect from the * Tribunals of Com- 
merce” talked of. The Albert and European arbitrators 
have been both endowed with the widest possible 
powers of decision, independent of previous authori- 
ties, though Lord Cairns recognised and Lord West- 
bury professes the expediency of being guided, at the 
least, by the policy of those authorities. If we find here 
such a wide divergence on this important point, what 
degree of certainty should we obtain from the law as 
dispensed by a Tribunal of Commerce ? 

Lord Westbury laid down yesterday week three things 
which he will require proved where “novation” is 
asserted against a policy holder. First, he will require 
proof that the new company had legal power to grant 
new policies on the same terms as the old ones, or to 
indorse the old policies so as to render them equivalent 
to new policies- This is a sound principle, amounting 
toa ruling that where the acceptance of the liability 
was ultra vires the new company, the policy holder is 


' not to be bound to accept an illegality in substitution 


for his legal claim on the old company ; yet it is ques- 
tionable whether this position should not be qualified 
by considerations of confirmation by acquiescence—we 
mean acquiescence on both sides. 

Lord Westbury’s second principle is, that he will 
require proof that this pewer was made known to the 
policyholder, and offer made him of either a new policy 
oranindorsement. It is hardly necessary to say that the 
Chancery and Albert authorities required that some offer 
should be made to the assured, for if no proposal were 
made none could be acquiesced in. But if Lord West- 
bury requires that the new companies’ “ power” of 
entering into the arrangement should be distinctly made 
known to the assured (and we apprehend that he will 
for this purpose require precise reference to documents), 
this requirement will be the means of saving many 
claims which would have been rejected under the 
previous authorities. 

Lord Westbury’s third rule is the grand one in 
which he diverges from the existing authorities; he 
will require proof that the assured accepted such 
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offer, “by acts which unequivocally denote his under- 
standing and acceptance of it.” ‘This cuts away, we 
apprehend, a vast mass of the ‘‘ acquiescence” cases 
Lord Cairns said in Hennedy’s case (15 8, J. 729)— 
The policyholder has to show that he has kept 
his policy alive by paying the premiums. He 
comes forward and producés a receipt, not from 
the party named in the policy, but from some- 
body else: it may very well be that that party 
may turn out to be the proper agent of the party to 
whom the premiums ought to be paid; but does it 
not lie on the person who produces a receipt from a 
different person to show that he paid it to the dif- 
ferent person as such agent? And in Lord Cairns’ 
view, if the assured could show that when the pro- 
posal was made to him he distinctly refused to per- 
mit his claim to be transferred to a new company, 
his subsequent payments of premiums were for that 
reason to be considered as paid to the new company 
as the agents of the old, and his claim onthe old com- 
pany preserved. 

Lord Westbury, on the other hand, refuses to re- 
gard this payment of the premium to a party not 
named in the contract, as constituting anything for 
which the assured is to account by explanation, and 
regards the onus as still on the asserters of ‘‘ nova- 
tion.” In the face of this one is a little surprised to 
find Lord Westbury announcing that he considered 
an immediate payment of premium to the new com- 
pany (as in Avniedy’s case) an acceptance of the new 
company’s offer. 

The terms in which the arbitrator refers to the Lifo 
Assurance Act, 1872, are remarkable. That Act pro- 
vides a new rule as to “ novation,” which is henceforth 
to be applied to all things done after the passing of the 
Act. The arbitrator would not consider himself justi- 
fied in adopting this Act, and applying it, totidem 
verbis, to the European casesbefore him, but he gives 
weight to its provision as an expression of opinion on 
the part of the Legislature, ‘‘that the Legislature was 
satisfied that in many of these cases equivocal circum- 
stances had been accepted unfortunately, perhaps un- 
justly, as evidence of assent on the part of the policy- 
holder, and that having regard to that, they deemed 
it right to refuse more equivocal proof of the acccep- 
tance of the policyholder.” It is quite true that the 
arbitrator is under the terms of the European Arbitra- 
tion Act, /ege solutus, but in modelling his requirements, 
by giving a retrospective colour to an Act which is 
distinctly expressed to be only perspective, the arbi- 
trator gives a very unexpected twist to the principles 
of statute law construction. 

In his judgment in Blundell's case, on Tuesday, Lord 
Westbury cited Justinian, Inst., Jib. iii., tit. 29, par. 3, 
observing—* Now this is the old law. If you take the 
word, the law should accompany the word and the 
application thereof. You have taken the word ‘ nova- 
tion’ and adopted it. Take therefore the rules by 
which novation, for the sake of general utility, was 
originally held to be governed.” Now, the word “ nova- 
tion,” like that of ‘‘ amalgamation,” has been applied 
to these cases, not with any inference of accuracy, for os 
used it is not accurate, but as a mere arbitrary 
symbol, recognisable by a superficial resemblance, 
and saving periphrasis. ‘‘ Substitution,” as Lord 
Westbury seems to say, would, as far as accuracy 
goes, be a better term than “novation,” and it is 
strange that the arbitration should be saddled with the 
civil law attributes of novation, merely because the 
term “novation” has crept into use at the expense of 
accuracy. It certainly seems that Lord Westbury has 
gone somewhat out of the way to quarrel with 
the rules laid down by Lord Cairns and the 
Court of Appeal in Chancery—rules of which 
the hardship was more seeming than real, and 
which, like the rule Jaid down in the Overend & Gurney 
case, operated as a discouragement to playing fast and 





loose;'and, in spite of Lord Westbury’s invectives against. 


the impiety of the times, we cannot but think that the 
previous doctrine, though less distinguished by what we 
think a sort of specious benevolence, was sound in theory 
and more wholesome in practice. 

In all cases of “amalgamation,” which may occur 
subsequently to the Life Assurance Act of 1872, the 
stringent provision of that Act will apply. If any 
winding-up should hereafter occur with questions of 
“ novation’ dating before the Act, the Court of Chan- 
cery will have the opportunity of reconsidering its own 
principles by the light of those now enuntiated. 





SUPERSTITIOUS USES. 


The intimation made by the Attorney-General, in 
his recent speech at Exeter, that the law of mortmain 
would have to be modified, renders it important that 


attention should be directed to a system of rules. 


closely akin to those relating to charitable uses, but 
perhaps even more urgently in need of some change, 
either in the way of increased stringency or complete 
repeal. The law of superstitious uses can hardly be 
pronounced by any one to be thoroughly satisfactory. 
Persons who disapprove of the practices against 
which these rules are directed may complain of the law 
as not going far enough in the way of prohibition. If 
it is inconsistent with the public welfare that money 
should be given to purchase masses for the dead, ought 
not all bequests to Roman Catholic priests to be ren- 
dered illegal ? Why, it may be asked, should the pro- 
hibition be limited to a gift which bears upon its face 
a distinct intimation of the purpose to which it is to- 
be devoted ? How is it that the principle laid down 
in Smart vy. Prujean (6 Ves. 567)—that the circum- 
stance of a legacy being given for such purposes as 
the superior of a convent should judge most expedient, 
was sufficient to show that a superstitious use was in- 
tended—has been so far departed from that a legacy to- 
be applied by a trustee “for the use of Roman 
Catholic priests ”’ has been held to be valid (Attorney- 
General v. Gladstone, 13 Sim. 7), although it seems im- 
possible to doubt for what object it was given ? 

On the other hand Roman Catholics cannot fail to 
regard as a grievance the fact, that while gifts for the 
maintenance of the rites of the Jewish religion, and 
for the publication and propagation of “ the sacred. 
writings of Mrs. Joanna Southcote,” have been estab- 
lished and administered by the Court, an important 
point of the Catholic belief is stigmatised as supersti- 
tious, and is discouraged, as being in some way or other 
hurtful to the interests of the body politic. The Ro- 
man Catholic may remind us that prayers for the 
dead—almost the only use now recognised as supersti- 
tious—are not prohibited by the Church of England 
(Breeks v. Woolfrey, 1 Curt. 880), and he may inquire 
whether any alarming results have ensued from the 
cases in Ireland (Commissioners of Charitable Donations: 
v. Walsh, 7 Ir. Eq. Rep. 34n.; Read v. Hodgens, Ib. 
17), in which it was held that bequests for masses, for 
a testator’s soul, were not void as superstitious uses ? 

We do not propose to weigh the arguments adduced 
by the supporters of these antagonistic views; but it 
may help to clear the way for the discussion of the 
general policy of the law, if we attempt a sketch of 
its limits and the grounds on which it has been rested. 
It is stated in Porter's case (1 Co. R. 23 b.) that at the 
time when the statute 23 Hen. 8, c. 10, was passed, the 
founding of an obit and the services of a priest were 
accounted good uses (see also Hart v. Brewer, Cro. 
Eliz. 449, and the preamble to 23 Hen. 8,¢. 10), The 
doctrine of the illegality of these uses, therefore, ap- 
pears to owe its origin, not to any ancient rule of tho 


common law, but to the two statutes passed respec- 
tively in the reigns of Henry VIII. and Edward VI. 
Neither of these acts in terms authorised the rules 
subsequently laid down by the Courts. The statute 
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of Henry VIII. rendered void gifts of land to 
churches or chapels or brotherhoods, &c., not incor- 

rated, “ or uses to have obits perpetual or a continual 
service of a priest for ever or for sixty or eighty years.” 
Though the Act is prospective, it relates only to gifts 
of lands; it is limited to specified kinds of super- 
stitious uses, and was apparently aimed, not at the 
superstitious nature of the uses, but at the evils 
arising from the alienation of land in mortmain. In 
spite of the opinions of the judges in Elizabeth’s 
reign that the intention of the statute was ‘‘ only to 
restrain superstitious uses” (Martidale v. Martin, Cro. 
Eliz. 288; Porter's case, ubi sup.), it is difficult to 
avoid the conclusion that the chief object of the framers 
of the Act was to extend the provisions of the Statutes 
of Mortmain to societies not incorporated. The 
statute of 1 Edw. 6, c. 14, s. 5, vests in the king all 
lands given to the finding of any priest, or to the find- 
ing or maintenance of any anniversary or obit, or 
other like thing, intent or purpose, or of any light or 
lamp in any church or chapel to have continuance for 
ever, Which had been kept or maintained within five 
years next before the Parliament by which the Act 
was passed. ‘This statute also is limited to certain 
kinds of superstitious uses and is not prospective. The 
result of the legislation on the subject, as regards gifts 
or bequests made since 1547, is only to render in- 
valid gifts of lands to found perpetual obits or to 
maintain a priest for a term exceeding sixty years. As 
Sir William Grant has remarked (Cary v. Abbot, 7 
Ves. 495) there is no statute making superstitious 
uses void generally. 

Shortly after the Revolution, however, the judges in- 
yented a ground on which to base an extended doctrine 
of superstitious uses. In /ex v. Portington, 1 Salk. 162, 
it was laid down that the king, as head of the Common- 
wealth, ‘‘is obliged by the common law, and for that pur- 
pose is entrusted and empowered to see that nothing be 
done to the disherison of the Crown or the propagation 
of a false religion.” By a false religion there appears to 
have been understood a religion not tolerated by law ; 
hence the class of superstitious uses was enlarged so 
as to include gifts for the promotion or support of any 
form of. belief or worship differing from that of the 
Established Church. Legacies for the maintenance of 
Protestant Dissenting worship, and the propagation of 
Protestant Dissenting opinions were accordingly held 
to be superstitious (Attorney-General v. Baxter, Eq. Cas. 
Abr. 96, par. 9, approved as to its principle by Lord 
Hardwicke, see 7 Ves. 76); and gifts for instructing 
Jews in their religion were declared to be invalid, on 
the ground that they tended to promote a religion con- 
trary to the established one (Da Costa v. De Pas, Ambl. 
228). 

Lord Harcourt is reported to have said that it was 
one thing to tolerate Dissenters but another to estab- 
lish a fund for their support (2 Ves. Sen. 274). His 
Lordship’s successors, however, appear to have thought 
differently, and came to the conclusion that gifts for 
the benefit of Protestant Dissenters ought to be ad- 
ministered by the Court; because as soon as any form 
of religion was tolerated by law, it ceased to be 
superstitious. Hence in Attorney-General v. Hick- 
man (Kelynge, 34), Lord King held that a trust for 
Nonconforming ministers could not be a superstitious 
use, since the Dissenters meant were ‘* Protestant 
Dissenters acting under the Toleration Act.’ Lord 
Eldon subsequently declared in Attorney-General v. 
Pearson, (3 Mer. 409), that it was the duty of the 
Court to carry into execution a trust for maintaining 
a society of Protestant Dissenters, promoting no 
doctrines contrary to law, although such as might be at 
variance with the doctrine of the Established Religion. 

Since Jews have been placed ‘‘in respect of their 
schools, places of religious worship, education and 
charitable purposes, and the property held therewith ” 


the maintenance or propagation of their religion have 
been rendered valid, Some years before the passing 
of the enactment by which this result was attained, 
however, a distinction had been drawn between be- 
quests for establishing or supporting institutions in- 
tended to teach the Jewish religion, and gifts for 
enabling persons professing that religion to observe 
its rites—a purpose held to be neither superstitious nor 
contrary to the policy of the law (Straus v. Goldsmid, 
8 Sim. 614; see also 2 Swanst. 522). Since the re- 
moval of Jewish disabilities, a bequest for having a 
Hebrew prayer said on every anniversary of the 
testator’s death, has been established and administered 
by the Court of Chancery. (Jn the matter of Michel's 
Trust, 28 Beay. 39, 8 W. R. 299). 

A similar operation for remoying disabilities had 
been previously performed by the Legislature in the case 
of the Roman Catholics; but although the Act of 2 & 
3 Will. 4, ¢. 115, declared that persons professing that 
religion, in respect to their schools, places of worship, 
education, and charitable purposes, and the property 
held therewith, should be subject to the same laws as 
Protestant Dissenters, the result has not been to legalise 
all gifts for the support of Roman Catholic worship. 
In West v. Shuttleworth (2 My. & K. 684), decided soon 
after the passing of the Act, Lord Cottenham (then 
Master of the Rolls) held that gifts to Roman Catholic 
priests and chapels, to obtain the benefit of prayers for 
the repose of the testator’s soul, were not affected by 
the statute. This construction was adopted by Vice- 
Chancellor Kindersley in /feath vy. Chapman (2 W. R. 
649, 2 Drew. 417), and was followed, with evident 
reluctance, by the Master of the Rolls in Re 
Blundell's Trusts (10 W. R. 34, 30 Beay. 360). As 
the law now stands, therefore, gifts of property 
to Roman Catholic places of worship are not within 
the class of superstitious uses (see the judgment 
in Heath v. Chapman (2 W. R. 651), but gifts for 
maintaining Roman Catholic worship must almost 
necessarily fall within this category, siuce we believe 
that in every mass the priest prays for the souls-of all: 
the dead. It certainly seems an anomaly that while 
the Protestant Dissenter may leave his money for the 
maintenance of any part of his worship, the Roman 
Catholic is not only debarred from selecting as the. 
object of his bounty an important part of the 
forms cf his religion, but is prevented from legally 
securing the performance of ceremonies which he is 
taught to regard as of the highest possible moment to 
his future welfare. 





JUDICIAL STATISTICS, 1871. 
Prisons. 

There appears to be a continuous decrease in the num- 
ber of persons for trial. In the year 1871 they num- 
bered 16,269, being the lowest number on record except 
in 1860, when they were only 15,999. The decrease in 
their number in 1871 was 1,309, following a decrease of 
1,740 in 1870, and 773 in 1869. The number of persons 
tried for murder in 1871 was 54, as against 41 in 1870, 
and 63 in 1869. Of these 54 we find that 17 were 
females. In 26 instances the prisoner was acquitted, 15 
were found insane, and 13 were sentenced to death. 
There were 23 persons tried for attempts to murder, of 
whom 12 were convicted. The total number of persons 
brought to trial for offences against the person was 2,175, 
as against 2,133 in 1870. For offences against property 
with violence there were 1,509 persons brought to trial ; 
and for offences against property without violence, 
11,265. Inthe year 1870 these numbers were respec- 
tively 1,719 and 12,234. 

Of the 16,269 persons brought to trial in 1871, we 
find that 11,946 were convicted, and 40 were detained as 
insane. As before stated, 13 of those convicted were 
sentenced to death, 1,627 to penal servitude, and 9,895 to 





in the same position as Protestant Dissenters, gifts for 


imprisonment; 188 were sent to reformatories, &c., and 
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223 were fined or discharged on sureties. The number 
acquitted and discharged is 26°3 per cent. of the number 
committed in 1871, as against 26°03 per cent. in 1870. 
Of the 13 persons convicted of murder in 1871, 2 were 
females. The number executed was 4, being the 
smallest number on record for any year. The sentences 
of nine, including the two females, were commuted to 
that of penal servitude for life. In 1870 sentence of 
death was passed on 15 prisoners, being the smallest 
number then on record since 1856. Of these 15, 3 were 
females, 1 of whom was executed, as were also 5 males. 

The duration of the sentences of those sentenced to penal 
servitude, besides 9 whose sentences were commuted to 
penal servitude for life, is shown in the followingstable, 
which also indicates the numbers in the previous year :— 


1871. 1870. 


For life ue ey: gee Be 4 6 
Above 15 years hey aes ja SD 9 
15 years and above 10 years w= 5B 42 


10 years and under... . 1,555 1,781 


Twenty-seven cases were submitted in 1871 for the 
consideration of the Court of Criminal Appeal, for the 
consideration of crown cases reserved. In 1870 there 
were 32, and in 1869, 24. Of the cases so submitted in 
1871, the conviction was affirmed in 27, it was reversed 
in 4, and judgment was in one case reserved. 

As usual, the return of the sums paid by the Treasury 
on account of criminal prosecutions at assizes and 
quarter sessions, and at the Central Criminal Court, and 
for proceedings under the Criminal Justice Act, and the 
Juvenile Offenders’ Act, is a year in arrear, being for the 
year ending 31st December, 1870. By this return it 
appears that the total number of indictments was 15,378, 
at a cost of £120,116 8s. 6d., or an average of £7 16s. 2d. 
each case, and that the total number of summary pro- 
ceedings under the two above-mentioned Acts was 
17,812, at a cost of £1,748 7s, 4d., being an average of 
19s. 7d. for each case. As compared with the numbers 
and amounts for 1869, these figures show a decrease of 
1,403 in the number of cases tried on indictment, and 
of £14,336 18s. 3d. in the cost of those cases. There is 
also a decrease of 1,081 in the number of summary pro- 
ceedings, and of £1,505 15s. in the amount of the cost 
of these proceedings. In the average cost of each case 
tried on indictment, there is a decrease of 4s..ld. This 
is rather significant, having regard to the action of the 
Treasury as recently brought to light in their dealing 
with the expenses of prosecutions. 

The solicitor of the Treasury also furnishes a return, 
whereby it appears that in the year 1871 there were 226 
Mint cases, prosecuted at a cost of £2,341 18s. 2d., and 
25 other cases at the cost of £4,686 15s. 6d. In 1870 
the Mint cases were 243, and the cost £2,341 13s. 5d., the 
other prosecutions 25, and the cost £3,579 5s. 8d. 

The returns for local prisons, reformatories, industrial 
schools, and those for criminal lunatics, are for the year 
ending the 29th September, 1871; while those for con- 
vict prisons are for the year ending the 31st March, 1872. 
During the year 1871 two county prisons were abolished, 
viz., Hexham and Tynemouth, and 118 remain in use. 
There were 160,934 persons committed to prison during 
the year 1871, who are classified as follows :— 





Remanded and discharged soe .. 10,210 
For trial at assizes and sessions .. 14,769 

Convicted at assizes and sessions (not 
previously in custody) ies a 1,399 
Convicted summarily ; .» 119,368 
Want of sureties . wee teen i 3,348 
Debtors on civil process Pi ei 9,232 
Military and naval offences ae aig 2,608 
160,934 


As compared ,with the numbers in 1870, the total 
number of commitments in 1871 shows a decrease of 
7,200, following a decrease of 4,981 in 1870. But in 
1869 there was an increase of 14,635, and in 1868 of 





year 1871 who had been previously committed numbered 
57,884, of whom 5,678 had been previously committed 
more than ten times, 3,341 eight times, 3,883 six times, 
3,042 five times; 4,350 four times, 5,640 thrice; 10,147 
twice, and 21,803 once. Of the prisoners re-committed, 
1,076 had been previously sentenced to penal servitude, 
being 49 more than in 1870. The proportion which the 
number of prisoners under 16 years of age bears to 
the total number committed in 1871 is 6°0 per cent. 
Exclusive of debtors and naval and military prisoners, 
the number committed was 149,094, of whom 50,816 
could neither read nor write, 92,$ 996 could read or read 
and write imperfectly, 4,750 could read and write well, 
266 had received superior instruction, and the like 
number came under the head of “instruction not ascer- 
tained.” ‘The several proportions of these several classes 
to the total number vary only in an inappreciable degree 
from those of the previous year. 

The occupations in life of those committed during the 
year 1871, as compared with the year 1870, are shown in 
the following table :— 

1871. 1870. 


No occupation a ... 18,742 20,209 

Domestic servants... 4,942 5,108 
Labourers, charwomen, needle- 

women : er. ... 70,588 74,458 

Factory workers 7,805 7,891 


Mechanics and skilled ‘workers 25,076 27,694 
Foremen and overlookers of 








labour é 132 146 
Shopmen, shopwomen, clerks, 

&e. wv. 2,202 2,185 
Shopkeepers and dealers va eee 5,404 
Professional employments... ‘ 527 335 
Sailors, marines, soldiers ... 4,677 4,838 
Prostitutes... . 8,456 8,597 
Occupation not ascertained . 326 358 

149,094 157,223 


At the beginning of the year ending the 29th Septem- 
ber, 1871, there were 20,085 prisoners under detention in 
local prisons ; during the year 160,934 were committed; 
and 3,455 was the number removed between local prisons, 
making a total of 184,474, who wert disposed of in the 
following manner :— 


Removed from local prisons— 





To Government prisons na -. 1,018 
To county and borough prisons w= 8,747 
To reformatory schools re .. 1,576 
To lunatic asylums Sy oe ee 193 

Discharged— 
On pardon or commutation ... af 156 
On ticket of leave ee 1 
On termination of sentence ... 158,108 
Bailed (after —— ‘e ae ‘s 971 
Escaped... : aE a vs 6 
Committed suicide ee as = 14 
Died ae Bie “ee ia ke 212 
Executed ... ete sae sig one 5 
166,902 


At the end of the year we find that 17,572 remained 
in prison, of whom 311 were debtors; the number of 
debtors at the beginning of the year was 348. There is 
a decrease in the number at the end of the year of 2,513 
prisoners, as compared with the number at the beginning. 
The number of prisoners under sentence of hard 
labour in the whole of the prisons during the year 1871 
was 91,376, being 8,607 less than in 1870. The deaths 
among prisoners show a decrease of 41 on the numbers 
of the previous year. Offences against prison discipline 
numbered 52,848, being 12,162 less than in 1870; in 166 
cases the punishment was whipping, 56 prisoners were 
put in irons or handcuffs, 15,234 into solitary or dark 
cells, and 37,392 were subjected to stoppage of diet. The 
total number of prison officers was 2,482, which gives 
one officer to 7°4 of the daily average number of pri- 





13,296. The prisoners committed to prison during the 


soners; in the previous year the proportion was 7°8. 
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‘Prison ison buildings and establishments cost £595, yt 55 10s. 6d. 


during the year 1871, being £72,031 4s. 7d. less than in 
1870. This cost was ‘divided as follows :—Extraordinary 
charges, £118,073 10s. 5d; ordinary criminal charges, 
£101,622; officers, £227,234 9s. 1d.; and prisoners, 
£148,525 lls. The chief of these items, which exhibits 
a decrease, is that for extraordinary charges, which is 
nearly £50,000 less. The total average cost per prisoner 
was £32 4s. 10d., or, omitting the extraordinary charges, 
£25 17s. In the year 1870 the average cost per prisoner 
amounted to £33 13s. 7d., or, omitting the extraordinary 
charges, £24 14s. 10d. The average yearly cost of each 
prisoner varies according to the number of the staff, and 
the number of the prisoners in each prison, and is also 
liable to be increased by extraordinary charges. Oakham 
County Prison again figures on the top of the list for the 
sum of £90 3s. 2d. as the average cost per head of a 
daily average of 9 prisoners. In 1870 the ‘average cost 
of a prisoner at Oakham was £130 15s. 9d., and in 1869 
it was £139 1s. 3d. The lowest average cost per prisoner 
in the year 1871 was £15 14s. 11d., at Devonport Borough 
Prison, with a daily average of 76 prisoners. Of the 
sum of £595,455 10s. 6d., the total of the ordinary and 
extraordinary costs of prisons, the sum of £50,886 16s. 5d. 
was derived from prison receipts ; £436,198 5s. 11d. from 
local rates and funds, and £108,370 8s. 2d., or 18 per 
cent., from the public revenue. 

Returns relating to convict prisons are given, as before 
stated, for the year ending the 3lst March, 1872. Ten 
convict prisons are in use for convicts under sentence of 


penal servitude; two of them contain both males and 


females; one contains females only. At the beginning 
of the year 9,553 convicts were undergoing sentence, and 
during the year 2,042 were received, making a total of 
11,595. Of this number 25 were sent to Gibraltar, 5 
were removed to county gaols, and 27 to lunatic asylums; 
143 were discharged on the termination of their sentence, 
and 1,491 on tickets of leave; 10 on medical grounds, 
and 12 on commutation of their sentence or pardon ; 147 
died, and three committed suicide, making in all, 1,863 
convicts disposed of during the yéar, and leaving 9,732 
in prison at the end of the year, or 179 more than at the 
beginning. In the year ending 31st March, 1871, the 
number discharged on tickets of leave was 1,399, and in 
the previous year it was 877. There were 25,957 punish- 
ments inflicted for offences committed by convicts against 
prison discipline in 1872, as against. 23,289 in 1871. 
The total number of officers in the 10. existing convict 
prisons is 1,642, of whom 177 are females. 

The total cost of convict prisons was £313,632 18s. 10d., 
being an average of £31 4s. 6d. as the cost of each con- 
vict. In 1870 the total cost was £299,074, and the 
average cost per head, £31 5s. 10d. Deducting the value 
of ‘labour and incidental receipts amounting to 
£199,227 13s. 9d., the net cost of convict prisons was 
£115,867 17s. 7d., and the net average charge per head, 
£11 7s.10. At Portsmouth and Chatham prisons, as in 
1871, the net earnings of the prisoners exceeded the cost 
of their maintenance. 

The same number of reformatory schools existed in 
1871 as in 1870—namely, 51. During the year, 1,306 
offenders were committed to reformatory schools, being 
7 less than in 1870, and the total number of commit- 
ments since the passing of the Act in 1854 amounts to 
17,985. We find that at the beginning of the year 1871 
4,356 offenders were in these 51 reformatories; and this 
number, added to the 1,306 committed during the year, 
and 120 received from prison, &c., makes 5,782 as the 
total number of inmates, of whom 830 were discharged 
on licence, 490 on completion of their term, 45 absconded 
and were not retaken, 9 were committed to prison for 
refractory conduct, 13 were removed to other re- 
formatories, and 27 died, making 1,414 disposed of during 
the year, and leaving 4,368 inmates at the end of the 
year. 

About half the number of those sentenced to re- 
formatories during the year had been previously com- 
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mitted to prison, and rather more than half could neither 
read nor write. 

The Treasury paid £66,020 4s. 10d. on account of re- 
formatory schools during the year, and £2,656 2s. 1d. 
was recovered from parents. In the previous year the 
sum contributed by the Treasury was £108 19s. 8d. less, 
and that recovered from parents was £2 15s. 3d. more. 

Under the Local Act, which relates to the industrial 
school at Feltham, 116 offenders were committed to that 
establishment in 1871, as against 109 in 1870. The 
number in the school at the beginning of the year was 
268, making, with the 116 committed, 384 as the total 
number under detention during the year, as against 437 
in the preceding year. Of these 384 we find that 57 
were discharged on license or on leave of absence, and 41 
on completion of their term; 2 were removed and 5 died, 
leaving 279 under detention under the Local Act at the 
end of the year. The other inmates of Feltham are in- 
cluded under the returns of industrial schools. The 
average gross cost per head at Feltham was £25 19s. 4id., 
as against £27 9s. 34d. in 1870. Only the ‘sum of 
£174 3s. 10d. was recovered from parents. 

There are 68 industrial schools certified by the Secre- 
tary of State, to which 1,904 children were committed 
during the year—a number exceeding that of the pre- 
vious year by 454. Including 4,878 under detention at 
the beginning of the year, there were 6,859 inmates 
during the course of the year, of whom 1,063 were dis- 
charged or died, leaving 5,796 at the end of the year, or 
918 more than at the beginning. The cost, so far as 
shown, amounted to £92,130 9s. 10d. as against 
£75,572 9s. Td. in 1870, and £64,977 Os. 11d. in~1869. 
The parents of children contributed £2,633 7s. ld. 
towards their support, being £600 more than in 1870. 

The number of criminal lunatics under detention in 
thedifferent asylums, hospitals, and licensed houses during 
the year ending the 29th September, 1871, was 862, 
of whom 524 were in the Broadmoor State Asylum, and 
243 in county asylums. Of these 862 it appears that 
626 were inmates at the beginning of the year, and that 
224 were committed during the year, and 12 were re- 
ceived from other asylums; 212 died or were discharged, 
leaving 650 at the end of the year. Out of the number 
discharged, 105 ceased to be criminal lunatics on the 
termination of their seitence, and were accordingly 
treated as pauper lunatics under the Act 30 Vict. c. 12. 
Among the offences for which these criminal lunatics had 
been committed, were 173 cases of murder, and 148 
cases of attempts to murder, &c. The cost of criminal 
lunatic asylums during the year 1871 was contributed as 
follows :— 

County rates ; 
Borough rates or funds 
Parish rates 

Public revenues 
Private fands 


. £3,275 7 5 
793 12 10 
. 5,585 7 0 
. 27,611 1 6 
1,388 8 3 
£38,653 17 0 
In the State Asylum at Broadmoor, the average cost 
per head was £65 5s. 9d.; in the county asylums the 
average cost per head was £24 12s. 6d., and in the city 
and borough asylums, £31 6s. 2d. The great excess of 
the cost of each inmate at Broadmoor, where so many 
are congregated, appears to require explanation. 








Tue New Atrorney- GENERAL FOR IRELAND.—Christopher 
Palles, Q.C., Solicitor-General for Ireland, has been ap- 
pointed to succeed Mr. Dowse as Attorney-General, and 
was swora in before the Lord Chancellor of Ireland on the 
4th inst. In January of the present year he was appointed 
Solicitor-General for Ireland, on Mr. Dowse becoming 
Attorney-Genera!. (On which occasion (15S. J. 256) we 
printed a notice of his carrer.) He is a candidate for the 
representation of Londonderry, which seat is rendered 
vacant by the elevation of Mr. Dowse to the bench. The 
Palles’ family is said to be of Lombardian extraction (de 
Palatiis) and to have been settled in Ireland since the 
fifteenth century. 
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RECENT DECISIONS. 


EQUITY. 
Compantes’ Act, 1862—Morreace ny DEerostr—OmIssIon 
to ReGistER—Banxkers Lien. 
Re General Provident Assurance Company, Claim of the 
National Bank, V.C.M., 20 W. R. 939. 

It has been decided by the Lord Justices that a company 
may make an equitable mortgage by deposit of securities 
unless prohibited by their articles of association from 
doing so; and that a power enabling them in that behalf 
is not required.: Re Patent File Company, 19 W. R. 
193, L. R. 6 Ch. 83. In Re General Provident Assur- 
ance Company, (sup.) the Vice-Chancellor held that such 
amortgage was not invalid for want of registration 
under the 43rd section of the Companies Act, 1862, when 
given to the banker of the company as a collateral 
security for bills under discount. His Honour proceeded 
on the circumstance of the bankers being ordinary 
creditors of the company, for no one occupying a fidu- 
ciary position with respect to a company can avail himself 
of a charge in his favour which is not registered under 
the 48rd section: Re Patent Bread Machinery Company 
(20 W. R. 347, L. R. 7 Ch. 280), and see Re General 
Provident Assurance Company (17 W. R. 514). The 
object of the 43rd section was explained in Re Wynn 
Hall Coal Company (18 W. R. 1128, L. R. 10 Eq. 515). 
It does not render a mortgage invalid if not registered, 
but only imposes a pecuniary penalty on directors and 
officers of companies knowingly and wilfully permitting 
the omission to register any mortgage of the property. 
It is a directory clause, and nothing more. It is equity, 
and not the Act, which holds that a director or officer of 
a company omitting to register his charge on the pro- 
perty of the company shall not be at liberty to set it up 
against the unsecured creditors (Wynn Hall Coal Com- 
pany, sup.). ‘Thus the solicitors of a, company who took 
a charge for their costs on the property of the company, 
but did not see that their charge was registered, were 
deprived of the benefit of it: Re Patent Bread Machinery 
Company (sup. /). 

The other point in the case had reference to the claim 
of the bankers to retain the proceeds of the securities 
deposited with them against other debts due to them 
from the company after the charge itself had been 
satisfied. The claim, which of course succeeded, appears 
to have been argued on the principle of tacking recog- 
nised in Spalding v. Thompson (26 Beay. 637), and more 
recently in Re Haselfoot’s Estate (20 W. R. Ch. Dig. 7, 
L. R. 13 Eq. 327). But it might merely have been put 
without risk of failure on the established principle that 
a banker has a lien for the general balance due to him on 
securities deposited with him for a specific purpose (Re 
European Bank, 20 W. R. 937). 


CopyriGHT—ADVERTISEMENT—~TRADE CATALOGUE, 
Cobbett v. Woodward, M.R., 20 W. R. 963. 

The dictum that there can be no copyright in an ad- 
vertisement deserves consideration. Literary property 
may be created by labour as well as by genius; and a 
mere compilation—e.g., a Post-office directory (Kelly v. 
Morris, 14 W. R. 496, L. R. 1 Eq. 697)—is equally en- 
titled to protection with a work of original literary merit. 
The Master of the Rolls carefully pointed out that there 
may be copyright in a trade catalogue wherever it bears 
traces of original composition—7.e., the descriptive letter- 
press will be protected if and so far as original; but in 
so far as it describes the articles which the particular 
tradesman sells, and any other tradesman may sell as 
well, how can he complain if another tradesman selling 
the same articles describes them in the same manner ? 
If A. sells the same articles as B., may he not say so? 
and if he may say so, may he not say it by means of an 
illustrated catalogue ? the pictures in which must needg 
resemble the pictures in B.’s illustrated catalogue of th 
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corresponding articles. Of course, if A. chooses to copy 
B.’s_ pictures without acknowledgment, he acts dis- 
honourably, and may thereby deprive himself of costs, 
as in the present instance. But that is not the question. 
We have here an express decision that there can be no 
copyright in an advertisement so far as it is descriptive of 
the articles sold, and bears no traces of original compo- 
sition. An advertisement with any originality about it 
will be protected: as in the case of an annotated book- * 
seller’s catalogue (Hotten v. Arthur, 11 W. R. 934): but 
not a mere illustrated inventory of the contents of a 
warehouse. 





COMMON LAW. 
Mrxino Lease—Ricur to Support. 
Smith v. Darby, Q.B., 20 W. R. 983; Hadon v. Jeffeock, 
Ex., 20 W. R. 1033. 

These cases would not be of much importance but for 
the attempt made in the latter to throw some doubt on the 
rule recognised in Dugdale vy. Robertson (3 K. & J. 695) 
and similar cases. The decision really goes no farther 
than this, that under the lease in question (which con- 
tained specific provisions as to leaving certain pillars, and 
in terms required the lessee to pay for all the rest of the 
coal) there was a sufficient indication of an intention by 
the parties that (with those exceptions) all the coal 
should be got, and that, as a consequence, the right to 
support was abandoned. But in the judgment of the 
majority (Martin and Cleasby, BB.) it was suggested that 
Dugdale v. Robertson had been qualified by the subsequent 
case of Taylor v. Shafto, Shafto v. Johnson (8 B. & S. 
228-252), and that in the latter cases a different prin- 
ciple of interpretation had been adopted. Considering 
that Shafto v. Johnson was decided by the same judge 
who decided Dugdale v. Robertson, and that in deciding 
the former case he expressly distinguished Dugdale v. 
Robertson, and founded his decision upon the intention 
of the parties as appearing from the express stipulation 
that all the coal should be got, and that the judgment of 
the Exchequer Chamber in Tuylor v. Shafto, on the 
same lease, proceeded on the same ground, we cannot 
perceive that there is any warrant for this view; and 
Bramwell, B., while concurring in the result, does not 
admit the correctness of the assumption. The principle 
was one established long before the decision in Dugdale 
v. Robertson, and has been frequently acted upon since ; 
and the recent cases of Hext v. Gill (20 W. R. 957) and 
Smith v. Darby (ubi sup.) give no warrant for supposing 
it has ever been departed from. We must therefore con- 
tinue to think that, as was said by Mellish, L.J., in 
Hext v. Gill, the right to support remains in the owner 
of the surface, unless it clearly appears from the express 
language or the provisions of the lease that it has been 
abandoned. In Smith v. Darby this rule was assumed 
to be the true one; but there it was held that, by agree- 
ment of the parties, an express provision for compensa- 
tion took away the common law right of action for sub- 
sidence. 





BANKRUPTCY. 
Practice—APPeEat. 
Ex parte Kiveton Park Coal Company, re Phillips, 
L.J.J., 20 W. R. 1026 
We call attention to this case, because it settles a point 
of practice of recurring importance. It shows that an 
apppeal in bankruptcy is to be regarded strictly as an 
appeal, not as in the nature of a re-hearing; and, conse- 
quently, if the appeal be against a part only of a motion, 
that part only can be gone into, the whole matter cannot 
be re-opened. 








Lord Hatherley has taken the Red House, Ipswich, fora 
term of five years. 

The articled clerks of Huddersfield have rsolved on 
forming a Law Students’ Debating Society. 
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COURTS. 


THE EUROPEAN ASSURANCE SOCIETY 
ARBITRATION.* 
(Before Lord WxstrurY.) 

Oct. 26.—Re The European Assurance Society, Cathie’s 

case. 

Life assurance company—Shareholders—Dividends credited 
against unpaid capital—Liability upon shares—Contribu- 
tory. 

The deed of settlement of the E. Assurance Society provided 
that four-twentieths ef the profits of the society should “be 
apportioned equally to the credit of the shareholders, accord- 
ing to the shares held by them respectively, by way of 
addition to the amount paid by them respectively upon their 
shares, and that the shareholders should receive interest at 
the rate of 5 per cent. per annum, as well on the amount of 
their paid wp capital,as on such additions thereto, until 
such additions should amount to a sum equal to twice the 
amount of the capital paid up at the time of such division of 
profits.” i 

Under these powers the sum of one shilling and six pence 
per share was credited in the books of the society upon each 
of the shares of C., a holder of partly paid up shares. The 
society was subsequently wound up. 

Held, that the one shilling and six pence per share credited, 
avas merged in the amount paid up on the shares, and that 
C. was liable to a call for the amount of his shares, after 
deducting the amount already paid, and the sum so credited. 


This case arose upon the claim of the official liquidator 
of the European Assurance Society, that the sum of one 
shilling and six pence which had been credited in the 
‘pooks of the society, to Mr. Cathie, a holder of partly paid 
up shares, on each of his shares, should not be regarded as 
such a payment as to discharge him from paymont in 
money of the full amount unpaid upon them. 

By the deed of settlement of thé European Assurance 
Society which at its formation was called the Peoples 
Provident Assurance Society, it was provided that the 
Board of Directors should at the end of every third year 
‘cause a calculation to be made of the profits which had 
accrued to the society, and that “four-twentieth parts of 
such ascertained profits should in the first place be appor- 
tioned equally to the credit of the shareholders, according 
to the shares held by them respectively, by way of addi- 
tion to the amount paid by them respectively upon their 
shares, and the shareholders should receive interest at the 
rate of 5 per cent. per annum as well on the amount of 
their paid up capital as on such additions thereto, until 
such additions should amount to a sum equal to twice the 
amount of the capital paid up at the time of such divisions 
of profits,” and when any of such four parts should not 
be required for that purpose, it should be divided among 
the shareholders in money. 

And it was also provided that when the triennial addi- 
tions should amount to twice the amount of share capital 
paid up, the directors might with the consent of an extra- 
ordinary general meeting of the shareholders take steps 
for forming the society into a Mutual Assurance Com- 


pany. 

In May, 1863, a dividend of six pence per share, and in 
April, 1867, a further dividend of one shilling per share 
were under these powers credited to shareholders in the 
books of the society, and among others to Mr. Cathie. 

In January, 1872, the Court of Chancery ordered the 
European Assurance . Society to be wound up, and the 
Official liquidator claimed that Mr. Cathie was liable as 
a contributory for the whole amount uncalled upon his 
shares, irrespective of the sum of one shilling and six pence 
per share so credited to him. 

M. Cookson, for the official liquidators of the society.—It 
is not the intention of the deed of settlement that the profits 
are to be credited to each shareholder in substitution for 
4 call of the same amount. This would be to diminish the 
total capital of the society. ‘The intention was to. form a 
reserve shareholders’ fund which was to go on increasing 
until it equalled twice the amount of paid up capital, in 
the meantime, yielding 5 per cent. interest. Moreover 





* Reported by W. Bousfield, Esq., Barrister-at-law. 
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profits are dividends, which are but the fruit of the tree. 
The proprietor is entitled to both tree and fruit, but if the 
fruit has not been taken it remains part of the tree. No 
proprietor can claim to set dividends which he has not 
received, against calls on his shares. 4 

(Lord Westsury.—I agree with that as to dividends, but 
here the dividends are carried to the proprietor’s credit 
and are in a sense paid to him.) 

M. Cookson.—Then he must prove that they were 
credited for the purpose of paying calls. There is 
nothing in the deed which shows merger of these sums 
with the paid up capital. There is another point, in the 
returns made to the registrar of Joint Stock Companies, 
under tha Companies’ Act, 1862, s. 26, these bonuses are 
not treated as additions to paid up capital. The returns 
under the Act are made for the purpose of informing the 
public of the position of companies, and creditors will have 
been deceived here, if they find the paid up capital is larger 
than that mentioned in the returns. 

Lemon, for Mr. Cathie was not called upon. 

Lord Wesrsury said, this was an important point which 
the liquidator was right in having decided. It is whether 
he was to treat the amount of the profit, which had been 
credited to the shareholders, as an item due to the share- 
holders independently of what was due from them. If it 
were possible to separate these amounts, or a different 
interpretation could be put on the deed of settlement than 
that which he put, then he admitted that the whole amount 
of unpaid capital would have had to be brought in by the 
shareholders, who would then have had their remedy 
against the society for the profits. But he considered that 
by the deed of settlement the sums set aside to the credit 
of the shareholders were to be taken as diminishing their 
liability on their shares. The words of the deed were, that 
the profits shall be “apportioned equally to the credit of 
the shareholders according to the shares held by them 
respectively, by way of addition to the amounts paid by 
them respectively on their shares,’ and the plain meaning 
was that the dividend of profits was to be struck off the 
amount due upon the shares, and if this had been done in 
the books of the society, what could be said against it ? 
The creditors were bound by the deed of s ettlement, and 
must be taken to have known that if there were profits, 
they were being credited against the sums owing on the 
shares. The words of the Compauies’ Act, 1862, s. 26, were 
not sufficient to compel the directors to state in their re- 
turn the amount remaining to be paid up on the shares. 
It was true there was a necessity to state what calls had 
beem made, but people, being supposed to know the 53rd 
clause of the deed must be taken to have asked what sums 
had been credited to shareholders in account of the amount 
paid up. In the books of the society the shareholder 
would be debited on one side with the total amount due on 
his shares, and credited on the other with the amount paid 
up on them, and the profits declared under the 53rd clause, 
and after the items on both sides had been summed up, the 
balance against him, and no more, would be the sum for 
which he was liable. The sum credited to him for 
profits was merged in the amount paid up, having no 
further an independent identity, and it was not coms 
petent for him to treat it as a separate debt to him- 
self. He was entitled to interest at 5 per cent. on the 
combined sums. Declare that Mr. Cathie is liable 
toa call for the amount originally due on his shares, after 
deducting the amount paid, and the amount of the 
dividend of the profits, which, by the 53rd clause of the 
deed of settlement, he is entitled to have added to the 
amount paid upon them. The costs tobe paid by the 
European Assurance Society. 

Solicitors, Mercer § Mercer ; George Dixon. 

“ Novation” 

Nov. 1.—At the beginning of to-day’s proceedings Lord 
Wesrzury said :—I think it would be desirable that I should 
mention to the Bar and the suitors some of the conclusions 
at which I have arrived upon matters of this kind [“ no- 
vation” ]‘and which I mean now not as indicating the rules 
that I shall henceforth follow without fartner discussion, 
but as intimating what my impressions are, which the Bar 
will be quite at liberty to deal with, to show that they are 
mistaken or that they are injudicious or inexpedient. Now 
looking at the whole of the decisions which have been given 
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upon the subject of what is called “ novation,” it is at pre- 
sent my impression that it will be desirable to have these 
cases decided with reference to the following rules. First, 
wherever there is an alleged case of novation, it is my im- 

ion at present that I must require of the company 
which I will call the transferee company to prove that 
that company has legal power to grant new policies to the 
policy-holders of the transferor company, upon the same 
terms as are contained in those policies, or to take the poli- 
cies of the transferor company, and adopt and indorse them 
with the acceptance ofthe transferee company, so as to 
make them equivalent to original policies granted by the 
transferee company. Secondly, I shall require it to be 
proved before me that this power by the new company— 
that is, the transferee company—was made known to the 
policy-holder, and that an offer was made him to accept 
either a new policy or an indorsed policy from the trans- 
feree company. Thirdly, that the acceptance ofsach an 
offer or proposal by the policy-holder shall be proved by 
acts which unequivocally denote his understanding and 
acceptance of that proposal. Now, I use the 
word “unequivocal” for this reason, that I have 
to consider and decide matters of this description 
with a species of guide given to me by the 7th 
clause of the Life Assurance Companies Act, 1872. It 
may be very true that I should not hold myself at liberty 
to adopt that enactment and apply it to the cases to be 
decided by me, but J derive this light from that enactment, 
that the Legislature was satisfied that in many of these 
cases equivocal zircumstances had been accepted unfortn- 
nately—perhaps unjustly—as evidence of assent on the 
part of the policy-holder, and that, having regard to that, 
they deemed it right to require more unequivocal proof of 
the aceptance of the policy-holder. Now ky that I may be 
guided so far as to regard acts on the part of the policy- 
holder which shall prove to every one’s satisfaction that he 
did not intend to accept the security of the substituted 
company. Now these rules are, as T conceive, quite in ac- 
cordance with principles of law fully established long 
anterior to arbitrations of this character. I propose, sub- 
ject to your arguments, to guide myself by these rules. And 
if we find no reason to alter them, or to lay them aside 
in consequence of what may be urged against them—and 
you may deal with them with perfect freedom—then if 
these rules are established as the principles that will guide 
my decisions, they will prevent very much uncertainty, 
and, possibly, prevent a great deal of unnecessary and costly 
litigation. The policyhoiders must understand that if 
those rules are once established, they will come here with 
any cases that may be at variance with them at their peril. 
Now, I hope that this will serve to guide us in a certain 
degree in our path over the desert that we have to travel, 
and which we shall have to travel with very great pain, 
because it is impossible to see that this proceeding will be 
productive of much benefit to anybody. This arbitration 
is an anomaly ; it is only to be justified by its necessity, 
and its necessity is a great reproach to the judicial insti- 
tutions of this country. 


COURT OF QUEEN’S BENCH. 
WESTMINSTER, 


(In Banco, before the Lorp Curer Justice, and BLacksurn, 
Mettor, and Quarn, JJ.) 
Nov. 6.—Johnson v. Cooke. 

This was an action against the Judge of the County 
Court of Norfolk for assault and false imprisonment. The 
plaintiff had been sued in that Court, and a judg~ent ob- 
tained against him for £6 6s. debt and costs, A judgment 
summons was thereupon issued against him to show cause 
why he should not pay or be committed for nonpayment. 
He did not himself appear, but his brother, an attorney, 
appeared for him, It was stated that the judge finding 
that the party appeared by attorney, at once observed that 
he made it an invariable rule to presume that a party bad 
means if he appeared by attorney, though the attorney in 
this case told him he was the brother of the party and should 
make no charge for bis attendance. The judge upon this ob- 
served that it was very unprofessional, and at once made 
the order against him. Later in the day, however, after 
the parties had retired, he declared the summons adjourned. 





The party, the present plaintiff, was afterwards served with 
a summons to show cause why he should not be committed 
for contempt. He appeared, and was about to be examined, 
when he said that he was advised that, as the proceeding was 
one for contempt, he was not obliged to triminate himself, 
and he declined to answer. ‘Therenpon the judge said, 
“ Well, I shall vary tke proceeding ;’’ and then, without, 
so far as appeared, any intimation to the party that he was 
expected to answer on the adjourned summons, and without 
any further questions to him, the judge made the order for 
his committal to prison for thirty days, Upon his liberation 
he brought an action against the judge, the declaration 
containing three counts, the first for false imprisonment, the ° 
second for assault, and the third for false imprisonment. 
The case was tried at the Norwich Assizes on the 4th and’ 
5th of August last (vide 16S. J. 772), before Mr. Justice: 
Byles, when Boswell v. Impey (1 B. & C.) and Seott v. 
Stansfeld (L, R. 3 Ex. 220) were cited, and the judge ulti- 
mately directed a verdict for defendant on the first and 
third counts, on the ground that the acts complained of 
were done in judicial capacity. On the second count, that 
as to the assault, he left a case to the jury, who found for 
plaintiff, with a farthing damages, leave being given to 
either side to move. 

O'Malley, Q.C., now moved to enter a verdict for the 
plaintiff on the count for false imprisonment.—Theo effect of 
entering the verdict for plaintiff, even for a farthing, would 
be to relieve him from the payment of costs, which would 
be serious. He admitted at the same time that it might be 
better for his client to let the matter rest, especially as he- 
believed the learned Judge approved the amount of damages, 
there having been great provocation. He went on to argue 
that the action for false imprisonment was maintainable 
because the Judge had been entirely irregular. He had 
first decided the case, then aljourned it, then issued a sum- 
mons for contempt, had then gone on another matter without 
notice or hearing, and had summarily committed the party 
upon it. 

BLaAcKBURN, J., observed that the proceedings were 
certainly somewhat curious, but still the judge had a 
general jurisdiction over the subject matter, and the rule 
of the law was that no action lay against a judge for anact 
done by him in the exercise of his jurisdiction, however ir- 
regularly or erroneously. 

The Courr took that view, and accordingly refused the 
application. 

The Lorp Curer Jésticr said as to the assault it was 
admitted that the learned Judge who tried the case thought 
the amount of damages sufficient. And as to the false im-- 
prisonment, the case came within the common rule that no 
action lay against the Judge for an act done by him in the 
exercise of his jurisdiction, however erroneously or irre-- 
gularly. 

Biacksvn, J., concurred, observing that he would not 
say whether the party might not have been liberated upon a 
habeas corpus, but he could not maintain an action. 

Me tor, J., also concurred, adding, however, that he saw 
no irregularity in the proceedings. 

HanneEn, J., also concurred. 

Application refused. 





COUNTY COURT. 
MANCHESTER. 
(Before J. A. Russri1, Esq., Q.C., Judge). 
Re Michael Adjowri. 

Where a firm of traders, trading in England and Constan-- 
tinople, had been adjudicated bankrupt in England, and 
proceedings were pending in the Consular Court at Con- 
stantinople on behalf of the English creditors, 

The Court refused a consent application that the books of 
the firm’s English business should be transmitted to Constan- 
linople unaccompanied by an officer of the Court, 


Mr. Chas. Heywood, made an application in the matter of 
Michael Adjouri, formerly in business in this city as a 
merchant in partnership with Joseph Wakil and Abdula 
Houri, under the firm of Wakil and Houri. He stated that 
the firm owed to unsecured creditorsin England upwards of 
£14,000, and the bankrupt had not passed his last examina- 
tion, though the bankruptcy took place in March, 1867. 
All the estate in England had been realised, and the creditors 
had associated themselves together in order to enforce their 
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claims upon Messrs. Wakil and Houri, who were men of con- 
siderable capital abroad. For about five years the creditors 
had been pressing their claims, and the litigation had 
continued to the present time. It had in the course of such 

roceedings become necessary to have evidence of the 
contents of the bankrupts’ books of account, in which, among 
other entries, were the capital and private accounts of the 
partners. He now applied that these books, or at least the 
ledgers containing the private and capital accounts, should 
be handed to Mr. John Kay, who had been chosen as tieir 
president and representative by the whole of the creditors 
here, for the purpose of being transmitted to Constantinople 
as evidence of the creditors’ claim upen Messrs, Wakil and 
Houri. Both the Bankruptey Act or 18°1 and that of 1869 
contained authority to the court to give such directions 
as it might deem expedient in regard to the custody and 
inspection of the booksof the estate ; and although, where the 
books were required to be produced in evidence, it was 
usual that they sbould be produced in the custody of an 
officer of the court; yet as the purpose for which the books 
were required was not a solitary occasion, but it might 
extend possibly over a considerable period, it was more than 
the creditors should be subjected to in the way of expense to 
require that an officer of the court, with the books in his 
custody, should be maintained abroad for an indefinite time 
at the cost of the creditors. Mr. Perdicidi,, the advocate at 
Constantinople, who had the affairs in hand for the creditors, 
had made a jcurney to England for the purpose of inspect- 
ing these books, and had examined them, and had urged 
the necessity of the actual production of the capital accounts 
contained in the ledgers before the tribunal at Constanti- 
nople. 
considered of primary importance to have the books them- 
selves before the tribunal. The appli:ation was that the 
books should be delivered to Mr.. John Kay, the president of 
the creditors’ committee, but it would be rqnally  sitis. 
factory if the court considered it were expedient that the 
books should be placed in the hands of the ercditors’ assignees. 
In either case the purpose was that the books should he 
transmitted to Constantinople. The creditors were prepared 
to give any security that the books shou'd be returned and 
replaced in the custody of the officers of the court. 

Mr. Boote, on behalf of the creditors’ assignees consented 
to the application. ‘This was a case of considerable import- 
ance, and the creditors’ assignees were desirious to afford 
every facility to the creditors generally to pursne their 
claims against the bankrupt and his partrers, Wakil and 
Houri. This case had been before the present Secretary of 
State for Foreign Affairs, and the Chamber of Commerce, 
both of whom had taken very considerable trouble in the 
affair, as being one largely and very seriously affecting com- 
mercinl interests in this country, but as the bankrupt’s last 
examination had been adjoured sine die he might return to 
this country and apply to pass and require the books for 
that purpose ; and therefore it was desirable to proceed with 
due care and caution. The usual rule was for the books to 
be produced by an officer of the court; but he (Mr, Boote) 
was instructed to afford every facility to Mr. Heywood's 
client, and he desired to do so; he therefore left the matter 
entirely in the hands of the Court. 

Mr. Eussetu said that his difficulty was in allowing the 
books to pass into the hands of any person who would not 
remain within the jurisdiction of the court. He had some 
experience in matters of this kind, and understood that the 
courts in which such questions would be disposed of were 
now the consular courts, though formerly such cases came 
before the regular tribunals, which was a great incon- 
venience. Whatever the court, he assumed that it had 
authority to send outa commission here to take what evidence 
existed in this country, and therefore the needful proofs 
could be furnished in that way. He could not comply with 
the terms of the motion, but would make an order that Mr. 
John Kay and others, Mr. Heywood's clients, should have 
liberty to inspect and take copies and extracts of all books 
and documents relating to the affairs of the bankrupt and 
his partners, and now in the custody of the officers of the 
court, such copies or extracts to be authenticated by the 
judge and underthe seal of the court upon satisfactory 
evidence to the court that the copies or extracts were 
correctly made ; and an expert would have to certify to the 
court that the copies, if made in Arabic, were correctly 
stated, so as to satisfy the court of obtaining its certificate 
and seal. ‘I'he assignees to have their costs of the applica- 
tion, Order accordingly. 





Those accounts were written in Arabic, and it was | 


GENERAL CORRESPONDENCE. 


THe Vestry CLErKsHIP Or MILE-END Otp Town. 

We are informed by Mr. William Shearman tat he has,. 
under the advice of counsel, withdrawn from the prosecu- 
tion of a rule for a quo warranto to contest the validity of 
the election of Mr. Jutsum to the above office. From an 
opinion inclosed in Mr. Shearman’s letter, it appears that 
Mr. Shearman’s counsel, though of opinion, upon the case 
submitted to them, that Mr. Shearman had been duly 
elected by a majority of the vestry, recommended him to 
drop the proceedings for a quo wa/ranto, upon the ground 
that as the office is held at the will of the vestry, “the 
question is one which ought properly to be decided by the 
vestrymen; as any conclusion arrived at by a court of law 
might be reversed the next day by the vestry’s exercise of 
their right of removal.” 








OBITUARY. 


MR. T. Y. LEE. 

Mr. Thomas Yate Lee, J.P., Barrister-at-Law, died at his 
seat, Redcliffe Kinver, Staffordshire, on the 4th November, 
at the age of 53 years. He was the eldest son of the late 
Thomas Eyre Lee, Esq., of Birmingham (who died in 
1852), by Rebecca, daughter of Benjamin Hodgson, Esq., 
of London, and was born in 1819. Mr. Yate Lee was edu- 
cated at University College, London, where he graduated 
B.A. in 1839, and was called to the Bar at Liucoln’s Inn in 


' January 1845; he formerly practised on the Oxford Cir- 
' cuit, and attended the Worcester and Stafford sessions. 








He was also a magistrate for Staffordshire, and was a 


‘ proprieter of the Hyde Iron-works, near Stourbridge ; he. 


held a captain's commission in the 35th Staffordshire Rifle 
Volunteers from 1861 till 1865. In 1847 he married Mary 
Joanna, danghter of the Rev. Charles Berry, of Leicester : 
his eldest son by her is Mr. Thomas Grosvenor Lee, who 
was born in 1848, and graduated B.A. in 1866 at the Uni- 
versity of London, where he took high honours. 








SOCIETIZS AND INSTITUTIONS. 


METROPOLITAN AND PROVINCIAL LAW ASSO-. 
CIATION. 
ORGANISATION Or THE LeGat Prores:10n.* 

To understand the state of the organization of the legal 
profession we should look back for half acentury. Ifa 
gentleman, one, &c., who had departed from among us in 
the year 1822 could re-appear on the present sc+ne, he 
would appreciate the advance since made in our organiza- 
tion. ‘The Incorporated Law Society cid not exist in that 
year. Nor did this Metropotitan ani Provincial Law 
Society, now holding its meeting most prope:ly in the 
Metropolis. We had no Law Association, We had no 
Solicitors’ Benevolent Assvciation, We had in fact no 
organization at all : unless indeed that mysterious Low-- 
tonian Society, with its grand meetings, where Calapash 
and Calapee are in the ascendant, could be called such. 

Now, who can say that we have not organizsd? Does not 
this grand building te! its tale? How stand it. incorporated 
owners before the world? The recognized organ of our 
branch of the profession—the consultees for legislation —the 
examiners of our students—the standard of the purity of our 
members. How stands this our Metropolitan and Provincial 
Society, which in its adaptation to our provincial element is 
entitled to be called most useful? Are not our charities 
entitled to credit for their advancement—I do not say com- 
pleteness ? On the whole, the last fifty years have brought. 
us toa high point of organization. We have ascended in 
the social scale. We have approached the position which 
we se rightly deserve, 

At the beginning of the century who was so despised as the 
attorney? The butt of noveiists—-the reproached of the 
community—one almost trembles when we consider the 





* A paper read at the meeting of the Metropolitan and Pro~ 
vincial Law Association, held at the Incorporated Law So- 
ciety, on the 13th of June, by Mr. J. M. Clabon. 
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«position which we then occupied in society. Now, this is 
‘almost forgotten. Mesers Quirk, Gammon & Snap have 
given place first to Mr. Perker, and now to Mr. Pulteney 
‘Giles. There linger among us, it is true, the sharp prac- 
titioner—the promoter of litigation for the sake of costs. 
But these discreditable beings are lessening yearly in 
‘number. Our standard is rising higher. Honour is the rule, 
and dishonourable conduct the exception which proves the 
rer We dare all to say that this is so, and to thank God 
‘for it. 
Let us not ask for undue credit for our branch of the pro- 
fession, or seek to arrogate for it a position which we do not 
‘deserve. But is it not true that we do, speaking generally, 
-stand forward as the honourable centre in which confidence 
‘is justly placed—the friends as well as the advisers of our 
-clients—the rightly trusted reponents of the secrets of 
families, of the honour of thcir members, of the interests of 
‘the community at large. 

May our increase and improvement in organization render 
this more certain and lasting. 

Let me say a few disjointed words on organization in 
detail. 

1. As to the two societies, one of whom is now meeting in 
‘brotherly amity in the hall of the other, having commenced 
‘by partaking of the hospitality of its elder brother. 

2. As to our disabilities. 

3. As to the education of those who aspire to our ranks. 

4. As to our charities. 

5. As to our relations to the bar. 


1. Our Two Societies. 


Tracing the subject into the past, the question of the 
‘organization of the legal profession seems to have been 
treated of as that of the amalgamation of the Incorporated 
Law Seciety and the Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
‘Society ; and the point attempted to be made has been, that 
‘we ought to be amalgamated. 

I venture to say, on the contrary, that we both do very 
well as we are, and that amalgamation is not desirable. 

It is quite unnecessary in the present day to advocate 
organization. No one can deny that our two societies per- 
form most useful functions, both to the world at large, and 
‘to ourselves, We aid in the purification of our branch of 
the profession ; we are the guardians of the education of 
its members; our voice is heard in the Senate; we are con- 


Council have recently shown that they will not be behind 
hand in the question of education. Asa body, they were 
in favour of a system of progress which was not in accordance 
with the principles of the Society for Promoting Legal 
Education, But when they had ascertained that the general 
meeting of their members was in favour of that society, they 
honestly undertook to forward its interests, and I am sure 
will continue to promote its views, so far as is consistent 
with their proper duties to our own branch of the profession. 

The reason then for the formation of the Metropolitan 
and Provincial Law Society must have been that there are 
functions which it can perform better that its elder brother. 
What are these functions? I would centre them in this— 
that the unlocalized Metropolitan and Provincial Law 
Society can more readily move about in the provinces, and 
hold meetings for the discussion of points and principles of 
law, and go contribute to bring together and keep in unity 
the London attorney and the country attorney. 

But I would add that where the aims and action of the 
societies are in common, and where as I believe to be the 
case, weare both recognized as effective, and trusted as 
honestly anxious to help in being useful, we do good to 
each other, by keeping each up to the level of each occa- 
sion—or if you take the age of the Incorporated Law So- 
ciety into notice let us put it thus, that the younger society 
makes the older one remember better its place and duty, 
and prevents it from being behind the mark. 

We shall all, I think, agree that these annual meetings are 
good things, and that it is well that we should wander round 
England, and stir up the stagnant elements of our provin- 
cial cities—brirging town and country together, and pro- 
moting feelings of kindliness very important to our clients, 
as well as to ourselves and hospitality. 

We of the younger society hold these meetings. The 
elder society does not, standing perhaps more on its dignity 
—at all events not caring to interfere with what we do so 
well, 

There is a feeling on the part of the country attorney 
that the Incorporated Law Society is dominated by a Lon- 
don element, and that London interests prevail. It is 
quite true that the society is principally managed by Lon- 
donmen. This must be so. It is not to be expected 
that the country member of Council, always selected be- 
cause he is a marked man and therefore a busy man, will 
attend regularly the weekly meetings of the Council, and 





‘sulted by the judges ; we represent all that is honourable 
and great amongst us. The attorney, who does not aid one 
or both of our bodies, by membership, at least, if not by 
something more, is a dullard, whose views do not soar | 
beyond his chambers; a poor spiritless unit, content with 
‘things as they are, unmoved by any feeling for proper pro- | 
gressive organization. i 

But why should there be tivo societies? Could not the | 
Incorporated Law Society absorb the Metropolitan and | 
Provincial Law Society into itself, and perform all its 
functions, and no detriment happen to our legal community? 

Both societies go over the same ground. Both of them 
consider and give opinions on points relating to the privileges 
and practice of the profession. Both watch and endeavour 
to mould into shape bills pending in Parliament. Both hold 

<COm munication with the berch. Both are bodies represent- 
ing the attornies and solicitors of England and Wales. 

The Incorporated Law Society was first established, and 
obtained a position which in some respects shut out competi- 
tion. It is incorporated. It owns these fine buildings, so 
admirably placed, overlooking the future centre of our legal 
system. It is the guardian of our purity, and of our educa- 
tion ; and I venture to say that it performs its duties in a 
manner to command the respect of all. Why then was the 
Métropelitan and Provincial Law Society formed? If a 
good reason existed for its formation it should either have 
been that the Incorporated Law Society had failed to do its 
duty—or that there were some functions of organization, 
which could better be performed by a purely voluntary and 
unlocalized society. 

I cannot think that there has been any failure in the 
Incorporated Law Society to do its duty, though there may 
be things in it capable of improvement. And now that we 
are enlarging our borders, and about to increase the number 
of the governing body, and of the provincial element in it, 
I have full confidence that we shall proceed with the spirit 
of the age, and keep ourselves at least on a level with the 
rising feelings of knowledge and probity and honour around 





us. I cannot help reminding you on this subject that our 


the many meetings of its committees; and therefore it is 
and must be the London men who carry on the business, 
and this, then, does and will happen sometimes, viz. that 
action is taken, or opinion given, which might have been 


! modified in country experience had been on the spot to join 


in thediscussion. But this is rare ; and if there has been any 
error or shortcoming, it is soon set right. Inthe main the 
Council act for the interests of the whole profession. 

The country attorney is often disposed to complain of 
the Council because he does not sufliciently know how 
much it does, and how well it acts. He does net complain 
of the Metropolitan and Proviacial Law Society, because it 
comes into the country, and he sees more of it. 

The Metropolitan and Provincial Society then acts as a 
sort of unlocalized adjunct to the Incorporated Law Society ; 
and its tendency is to keep town and country together. 
Long may both societies remain in their present harmonious 
action, and in increased efficiency of organization. 

2. Organization as to Disabilities. 

You will all join me in hailing the passing of the Act 
under which attorneys may now be county or borough 
justices. None are more fit for the office. I long to hear 
whether the Lord Chancellor is carrying the Act into effect 
by selecting fit men from amongst us, for the Commission 
of the Peace. 

We still have disabilities ; but the list of offices from 
which we are excluded and admitted by law and custom, 
which appeared in the last Report of the Incorporated Law 
Society, should be studied before we utter loud complaint. 
The usual practice of an attorney does not, it must be ad- 
nitted, give thoso facilities for learning how best to 
elicit truth from a witness, and for conducting a nice 
argument which must he a stepping stone to the 
Bench. The only thing we want is a nearer road to 
the Bar; and then, if the Bench is not attained, it 
is the fault of the individual, and not of the system. It is 
not advisable to organize ourselves for small matters. Let 
us leave alone minor questions of disability, as I hope we 
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ghall for the future leave alone the small question of the 
certificate duty. Nor is the obtaining a seat in Parliament a 
mestion of disability : and yet I cannot help going out of 
tL way to congratulate the profession on being represented 
such 2 man as Mr Gregory. Long may he live, and 
retain his useful seat. 


~ 3. Organization as to Education. 


You all know of the existence of the Legal Education 
Society, and that in launching the matter in the House of 
Commons, our great Leader could not obtain a majority. 
But this was hardly to be hoped for, at first. When the 
question was mooted in the Council here, there was a 
large meget against the Education Society. When the 
General Meeting adopted the views of that Society by a 
majority of nearly two to one, in a full meeting, it was 
visible that the question had progressed in the minds of all. 
It will be so in the Houses of Parliament. We have begun 
well, and are not discouraged. ‘The first and grand point is 
to establish the principle, that there shall be one sufficient 
examination for all lawyers, whether designed for the Bar, 
or for our branch of the profession. The second point, and 
one for ourselves, is that attorneys shall have their full and 
fair representation in the governing body. 

There is much to be said as to the character of our legal 
education. Our lectures and classes and examinations are 
too much confined to subjects of practice. Most useful this, 
no doubt ; but should there not be a deeper foundation in 

? The student who begins by learning the science 
of law will soon acquire the practical knowledge which is 
necessary. The student who learns the latter only, may bea 
practitioner in law; he will never be a lawyer. I notice 
with much pleasure that a congress of students is calling 
our attention to these matters. We must consider their 
suggestions most attentively. 

Let us glance for a moment at our system of education. 
An apprenticeship of five or three years—most generally 
the former—and how spent? How many among us devote 
any time to the teaching our articled clerks? Are they not 
generally left to the chances of the office, left to come and 
go when they please, left to work or not as they please ? 

And when the lecture and the class is attended, do we see 
that they profit by it as they ought? I suggest that the 


, five years be reduced to three, and the three to two; and 


that the earlier part of the period be deveted to the science 
of law ; and the later part to its practice. I hopesoon there 
will be a school of law, to give certificates of fitness, on 
an examination as to the science of law, and that we may 
continue our examination as to practice, but under an im- 
proved system. At present, we receive premiums with our 
clerks, which ought to command efficient tuition ; they do 
not, and the sooner the whole system is reformed the better. 
This reform will be one of the results of our Education 
Society. 
4. Charity Organization. 

Let me say a few words on charity organization. You 
know of the existence of the Law Association, for the 
Metropolis ; and of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association, 
which extends over England and Wales. The former 
society has about £31,000 invested ; and gives away annu- 
ally about £1300 to members or their families, and £200 to 
non-members and their families, The latter society has 
about £15,000 invested. It has not yet got into full ac- 
tion, but gives away about £500 annually to members and 
non-members and their families, and goes on investing its 
annual surplus. All this was, and is, very good; but I 
wanted to do something more, and I began to organize. 

On the 10th December, 1869, at a meeting of attorneys 
and solicitors, over which I had the honour of presiding, 
the following resolutions were passed : 

_“That a committee be appointed to confer with the 
directors of the Law Association and the Solicitors’ Bene- 
volent Association on the following questions, viz : 

“(L) Whether it is desirable to increase the amount now 
applicable for poor and necessitous attorneys and solicitors 
aod their families ? 

“(2.) Whether it is desirable to give further and more 
special aid for the education of the children of poor and 
necessitous attorneys and solicitors ? 

_“*(3.) Whether it is desirable to increase the amount 
®iven in benevolence, as distinguished from that given asa 
teturn for subscriptions received, after the manner of benefit 
Societies P 


“That such committee be requested to ask the benefit of 











the experience of those directors as to the above questions, 
and to consider with them the expediency of carrying re- 
solutions fuunded on them into effect; and that such 
committee do also suggest to the directors, whether the 
two societies might not be amalgamated so as te form 
one Law Benevolent Association. ” 

The efforts of the committee were at first directed to the 
possibility of an amalgamation of the two societies. They 
found that the expenditure of the two in management was 
£700 a year, or about 14 per cent. of the annual receipts ; 
and that for economy of administration, if for no other 
reason, it was desirable to unite the societies. But the 
limited nature of the Law Association, which is a Metro- 
politan Society only, caused difficulties which were in- 
surmountable ; and the committee soon had to abandon all 
idea of bringing about an amalgamation. ‘lhey then turned 
their attention to the raising of a fund, to be administered by 
the Solicitors’ Benevolent Association ; and they succeeded 
in inducing that body, at their annual meeting in 1870, 
to pass the following resolufion :-- 

*¢ The directors shall be empowered in their discretion to 
accept sums of money from societies or individuals under 
special trusts to promote the education of the children of 
necessitous or deceased attorneys, solicitors, or proctors, at 
schools to be selected by their parents or guardians.” 

The next thing was to raise the fund; and it was de- 
termined that it was desirable to obtain £5,000; but that 
the minimum sum should be £3,000. The committee 
worked very hard among their friends, but did not succeed 
in getting much beyond £2,000. They had in the result to 
abandon the further prosecution. of their attempt. I wish 
these few words would stir up some among us to repeat the 
attempt, with more energy. 


5. As to questions between the Bar and ourselves. 


The recent educational movement was heralded by a 
more general scheme, put forward by country friends, which 
brought up questions as between the advocate and attorney. 
I always regretted that these matters were suggested, and 
was glad when the legal education question obtained promi- 
nence without them. 

I believe that it is matter of importance that the attorney 
and advocate should be different persons, for various 
reasons. The character of the mind of the successful 
advocate, and of the attorney of good practice, will be in 
general different. ‘The functions of advising the client on 
matters of common life—of seeing witnesses and getting up 
a case—of managing—are different from those of dealing 
with a case ready prepared and marshalled, and applying 
the law to the facts, and eliciting the truth by cross-exami- 
nation, and conducting a nice legal argument, and making 
a lucid statement or an impassioned appeal to a jury. The 
attorney who has learnt the case from day to day, beginning 
from a slight basis, and adding to it constantly, can hardly 
get the great points into his head so well as the advocate 
who reads a complete history well prepared for him, and 
taking in the whole at once, can better select the salient 
points. 

I would therefore continue the present organization of the 
profession in this particular: ‘The point ia which reform 
is wanted is to facilitate the passage from one branch to 
another. Why is the attorney, who finds that the Bar will 
be better suited t6 his character of mind, to be condemned 
to pass another apprenticeship? He has already been 
examined—he has already proved his knowledge of law: 
and yet, before he can be called, he must wait for three 
years—he must, after being struck off the roll of attorneys, 
eat twelve terms of dinners before he can begin to practice 
as a Barrister ! And on the other hand, why should not the 
barrister be permitted to apply at once for admission on the 
roll of attorneys, if such a sphere should appear to be more 
calculated for him. 

Most unworthy rules these—originating in suspicion and 
distrust, and a feeling of monopoly—productive of no good. 
The time will soon, let us hope, come when there shall be 
but one efficient examination ; and when the certificated 
student shall at once find admission to whichever branch of 
the profession he may select ; and having begun at one, 
may, if he pleases, migrate to the other, the only restric- 
tion being that he must not be attorney and advocate at 
the same time. 

I shall only say in conclusion that there has been no lack 
of organization in the past. Let us, iu the future go on to 
organize! organize! organize ! 
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SOLICITORS’ BENEVOLENT ASSOCIATION. 


The usual mouthly meeting of the board of directors of 
this association took place at the Law Institution, London, 
on Wednesday last, the 6th November; the following, 
directors being present :—Mr. John Smale Torr (in the 
chair), Mr. Brook, Mr. Hedger, Mr. Lake, Mr. Monckton, 
Mr. Nelson, Mr. Rickman, Mr. Shaen, Mr. Smith, and Mr. 
H.T. Yourg. (Mr. Eiffe, secretary.) 

A sum of £195 was distributed in grants of assistance 
to the necessitous widows and families of six deceased 
solicitors ; eight new members were admitted to the as- 
sociation, and other general business transacted. 





LAW ASSOCIATION. 

At the usual monthly meeting of the directors held at 
the Hall of the Incorporated Law Society, Chancery Lane, 
on Thursday, the 7th inst., the following being present, 
viz :—Mr. Desborough (chairman), Mr. Carpenter, Mr. 
Drew, Mr. Few, Mr. Kelley, Mr. Nisbet, Mr. Powys, Mr. 
Sidney Smith, Mr. Steward, Mr. Styan, Mr. Whyte, and 
Mr. Boodle (secretary), five non-member’s families were 
relieved, four new members were elected, and the ordinary 
business was transacted. 


LIVERPOOL LAW STUDENTS’ SOCIETY. 

A meeting of this society was held at the Law Library on 
Thursday the 31st, ultimo, Mr. A. D. Townsend, solicitor, 
in the chair. The subject for discussion was:—‘* A. buys a 
piece of land at a sale by public auction; one of the con- 
ditions is that, if the purchaser raise any objection to the 
title, which the vendor is unable or unwilling to remove, or 
comply with, the vendor shall be at liberty to rescind the 
contract on returning the deposit, but without interest or 
expenses A. finds that the vendor is selling under a will 


which gives him no pow>r to sell until the death of C., and 
he can make no titie, and has offered to return the deposit. 
Can A. apply for costs on the ground that it is the daty of 
the vendor to ascertain that he has at least a prima fucie 
The affirmative was 


power to sell and muke a title?” 
carried by a large majority. 








LEGAL EDUCATION. 

Among the many things which are being said on tho 
subject of Law Reform just at present, certain common- 
places on the subject of legal Education hold a very promi- 
nent position. They are capable of being made nse of in a 
manner which those who employ them both most frequently 
and most sincerely would much regret, and withont in any 
way denying the importance of a good legal education, it is 
highly desirable to point out the results to which an ill-in- 
structed cry for it may lead. The real truth may be very 
shortly stated: and it is this. What layers have to learn is 
Jaw. If and in so far as the law which they have to learn 
is good, their edneation will he a good one. If and in s0 
far as it is bad, their education will be a bad one. ‘To give 
them a good education in a bad subject-matter—to teach 
them carefully and Jaboriously a great deal of matter which 
they had much bettter not know at all, is the worst of all 
possible courses. Wha‘ever may be said about the impor- 
tance of mere intellectual drill asa preparation for special 
education, there can be no doubt at all that when special 
education is to be given the matter taught is of the very 
last importance. It is conceivable that by teaching a lad, 
say Arabic, with great care, some of his faculties might be 
strengthened, though we believe that in 999 casea out of 
1,000 you might as well try to strengthen his digestion by 
teaching him to eat bend leather. But however this may 
be, a professional edneation should teach him what is really 
valuable and worth knowing for its own sake. Medical 
students ought to be taught whatever is really known at the 
time of their instruction about the human body, its diseases 
and their cure ; and law students ought to be taught nut a 
vague something called ‘‘law,’’ but the laws with which 
they will have to be concerned, and the method of inter- 
preting and applying them. So long as the law itself is 
what it is, it will be impossible to give an education in it 
which shall be otherwise than cumbrous, difficult, and 
unsystematic. If aman wants to walk about London he 
must constantly pass through narrow, crowded, intricate, 
and ill-planned streets. Tillthe Thames Embankment. was 





built it was impossible to get along the river bank from 
Westminster to the Temple without going through all sorts 
of strange passages. Till the law of England is codified, it 
cannot be taught systematically because it does not. form a 
system. 

What can be done, and what there is great reason to fear 
will be done if the!public are not put on their guard against 
it, is to set up a sham scientific system of legal educa- 
tion, which would be a great evil, and would place an al- 
most insuperable barrier in the way of real reforms of the 
law, to say nothing of the waste which it would produce 
in money and intellect. 

A curious history is connected with this which is fre- 
quently misunderstood. ,For the last twenty years or so 
there has been, ‘as we all know, a great deal of discussion 
about the “‘ historical method”’ of inquiry. It has become 
common to say, what is no donbt perfectly true, that in 
order to understand how any given law came into being, 
and what it really means, you must know its history, and 
enter into the feelings and institutions ofthe age in which 
it began. Bv doing this, it is alleged, vou will come to see 
what many things mean which appear fantastic and capri- 
cious, and this will throw an entirely new light on every 
part of the subject. Closely connected with this has been 
the revival of interest which has taken place of late years 
in the Roman law. Roman law, it has been said, was for a 
great length of time most unjustly depreciated. It has 
great merits, and its merits tend to correct the defects of 
the law of England. It has a history of the deepest inter- 
est, and it isin many respects shorter, broader, more sys- 
tematic, and more readily applied than English law. 
Hence it is well worthy of being attentively studied. 

All this is perfectly true. The historical method is un- 
doubtedly of the highest value as a key to the true meaning 
of all manner of legal provisions, and as a guide to show the 
nature of the problem with which lawyers are concerned. In 
the same way it is perfectly true that the Roman law is most 
curious, most instructive, and eminently deserving of much 
more careful study on the part of those who wish to under- 
stand either the history or the philosophy of the subject 
than it was usual to give to it till within the last few years. 
There is, however, quite another side to the subject, which 
ought to be most carefully kept in mind. It is that the* 
Roman law and the historical method of study, though 
excellent things for professors, are not what we want for 
their pupils. What they want is to learn their business, 
the actual English law which they will have to administer; 
and those who have done most both for the appreciation of 
the historical method and for the promotion of the study of 
Roman law would be the first to admit that Roman law has 
a very weak as well as a strong side. ‘To go no further, the 
Institutes which form the foundation of the system are as 
full of technicalities of the hardest and most crabbed charac- 
ter as “ Coke upon Littleton.” Nothing can be more curious 
than the historica! explanation given by such a writer, for 
instance, as Ortolan of the way in which the system grew 
up, and of the meaning of the strange phraseology in 
which it is expressed, and by which it is pervaded. For a 
thousand purposes such knowledge is most useful, but to 
substitute Roman for English law, in the hope that by 
doing so we should rid the minds of students of narrow 
technicalities, fictions, and subtleties, is to jump from the 
frying-pan into the fire. There is admirable sagacity, 
there are the results of vast practical experience, there is 
immense historical interest both in England and in Roman 
law, but neither of them forms the sort of system which is 
wanted in the present day both for practical and for edu- 
cational purposes. Eech requires to have all its fundamen- 
tal terms reconsidered and redefined; each, in a word, 
wants smelting before it can be cast into a form of real 
and permanent value, The result of devising an elaborate 
machinery for filling the heads of all law students, not 
with laws cast ina modern mould, but with Roman law 
and continental theories about it, will be to cast out Satan 
by Beelzebub. Anew and more elaborate set of quibbles, 
fictions, and refinements of various kinds will reign in the 
place of the old ones of domestic growth, and as the new 
ones will, of course, be quoted in court to the judges, the 
practical result will be to make the monstrous confusion and 
vagueness of our existing case law ten times worse than 
ever. It is bad enough that the judges should be obliged, 
as they now are, to listen to everything which can be 
extracted from any one of an almost immeasurable number 
of English law books, but though their number is very 





ST Pe Pee NOY Pe Sok 


Nov. 9, 1872. 


THE SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL & REPORTER. 35 








t it is still possible at present to say with a moderate 
degree of certainty which are authorities and which are not. 
If a great legal university were to be established with a 
roving commission to teach students to believe in “ jurists ”’ 
of all nations, no one would be able to form the least 
notion of what was law and what was not. Law libraries 
might have to be doubled. The conception which lies at 
the bottom of nearly everything that is said on the subject 
is that somewhere or other, nearly everywhere, indeed, 
except in England, there is a vast and noble science of 
jurisprudence, known to partially glorified creatures called 

urists (whom the English Philistine is apt to indentify in 
his brutal way with lawyers who cannot get briefs), and 
that the treasures of this science ought no longer to be 
withheld from the ingenious souls who thirst for it. 

Our own opinion is that this is a mere romance, that what 
we want is the reduction to a definite, perspicuous, and 
systematic form of the most important branches of our own 
law, and that when that is done a good legal education will 
be the simplest thing in the world. It will consist in seeing 
that law students learn the laws so prepared for them. This 
has actually been done in India. The Indian Penal Code 
and the Code of Civil and Criminal Procedure form a body of 
faw which is capable of being perfectly learned by every in- 
telligent man who understands the English language and will 
take the trouble to study a woderate volume—by no means 
alarge one. These laws are as a matter of fact, known by 
the various officials of the Indian Gevernment, both Euro- 
pean and native, with a degree of familiarity and accuracy 
with which it is simply impossible for any one to know any 
part of English law. Of course such knowledge does not 
make a man a philosopher, but it enable him to do his 
business with ease and despatch, and it also gives him a 
large amount of definite, precise, and valuable positive 
knowledge on which to exercise whatever philosophy he 
may have. When we have put out law into a good form, 
we shall be able to teach it well ; but it would be a great 
pity to give an artificial stimulus to the study of great 
masses of law which are no better than our own for practical 
purposes, whilst their chief theoretical value is that they 
enable epeculative persons to appreciate more fully the 
defects of all systems and to see what dangers experience 
shows us are to be guarded against.—Pall Mall Gazette. 








COURT PAPERS. 
EXCHEQUER CHAMBER. 
Sirrines in Error. 


The following days have been appointed for the argument 
of errors and appeals :—Queen’s Bench, 26th and 27th 
November; Common Pleas, 28th and 29th November ; 


_ Exchequer, 30th November and 2nd and 3rd December. 


COURT OF PROBATE AND DIVORCE. 

In consequence of the Judge being prevented by illness 
from sitting in court on Tuesday, November 12, the Regis- 
trars will on that day sit in the Judge’s private room at 
Westminster, to hear summonses at 11 o’clock, and to hear 
motions at 12 o'clock. 


CENTRAL CRIMINAL COURT. 

The following days have been fixed for the opening of the 
session :—18th November, 16th December. 1873, 13th 
January, 3rd February, 3rd March, 7th April, 5th May, 
9th June, 7th July, 18th August, 22nd September, 27th 
October. 


REGISTRATION APPEALS. 


List or ApPEALs to be argued during the present term. 

The Court will sit on the 13th, 15th, 19th, and 20th 
instant :— 

1, Worcester.— Appellant, Lord Beauchamp, and respondents, 
the overseers of Madresfield ; point for argument, Can a Peer of 
Parliament be registered as a voter ? 

2. Middlesex.—Marquis of Salisbury appellant, and the over- 
seers of South Mimms; the same question. 

3. Hertford.—The same appellant, and Bontems respondent ; 
the same question. 

4, Essex.—Tho same appellant, and Bulwer respondent ; the 
same question. f 

5. Lancaster.—Webster appellant, and the overseers of Ash- 





ton-under-Lyne respondent ; questions as to the actual posses- 
sion of a rentcharge. 

6. The same appellant, the same respondent, and thg same 
point. 

7. Lancaster (Preston).—Beswick appellant, and the Rev. 
Mr Atker respondent; question, parsonage-house and pew 
rents, 

8. Marylebone.—Brown appellant, and Tamplin respondent; 
lodger question. 

9. Cumberland.—Little appellant, and the Overseers of Pen- 
rith ; question, if duly rated. 

10. Bedford.—Cooke appellant, and Butler respondent; the 
same question. 

11. Durham.—Simey appellant, and Marshall respondent ; 
question, as to hospital brethren—Equitable freehold. 








PUBLIC COMPANIES. 


GOVERNMENT FUNDS. 

: Last Quotation, Nor. 8, 1872. 
3 per Cent. Consols, 924 | Annuities, April, 85 93 
Ditto for Account, Dee. 2,924 | Do. (Red Sea T.) Aug. 1908 183 
3 per Cent. Reduced 903 Ex Bills, £1000, — per Ct. 2 dis 
New 3 per Cent., 90% Ditto, £500, Do —2 dis 
Do. 33 perCent.,Jan, 94 | Ditto, £100 & £200, — 2 dis 
Do. 24 per Cont., Jan. ’94 | Bank of England Stock, 44 per 
Do. 5 per Cent., Jan.’73 | Ct, (last half-year) 239 
Annuities, Jan. ’80 — \ Ditto for Account, 

INDIAN GOVERNMENT SECURITIES. 
(ndiaStk.,10$pCt.Apr.’74,205 , Ind. Enf.Pr.,5 pC., Jan.’72 
Ditto for Account. — | Ditto,54 per Cent.,May,’79 1054 
Vitto 5 per Cent., July,’80 112} Ditto Debentures, per Cent., 
Ditto for Account, — April,’64— 

Ditto 4 perCeat., Oct. '88 104 Do.Vo, 5 per Cent.,Aug.’73 10} 
Ditto, ditto ,Certificates, — | Do. Bonds, 4 per Ct., £1000 24pm 
Ditto Enfaced Ppr.,4 per Cent.953; Vittc, ditto, ander £1000 


RAILWAY STOCK. 


Railways. Paid. Closing Prices. 


Bristo! and Exeter 100 | 113 
Caledonian .......cercesseree reese --; 100 | 
Giasgow and South-Western ... --| 100 | 

| 


Great Eastern Ordinary Stock | 100 
< Great Northern ,.,. 100 
Do., A Stock* ewehasi cance 
Great Southern and Western of Ir 
| Great Western—Original............... 
Lancashire and Yorkshire .............++ o 
London, Brighton, and South Coast ............ 
Londen, Chatham, and Dover,.............000++s 
London and North-Western ........... 
London and South Western 
Manchester, Sheffield, and Lincoln... 
«| Metropolitan 
Do., District 


| North British 
North Eastern......cc0-sesee-: 
North London....... 
North Staffords 
| South Devon . 
Stock’ South-Eastern . 


* A receives no dividend until 6 per cent. has been paid to B. 








Money Market anv City [Nrecute=Nce. 

The markets drooped a little in the early part of the 
week, and the discount rates current were well below the 
6 per cent. Bank rate. The railway market, especially, 
receded somewhat and became languid, upon realisations 
induced by the late rise. Later, the markets recovered 
strength, and the separation of the Bank directors without 
altering the Bank rate appeared to give a considerable 
stimulus. All descriptions close well; Eries maintain with 
firmness the position at which they closed last week. The 
Times has been doing good service lately, by drawing at- 
tention to the weak points of a number of the American 
mining and other companies which have lately tempted the 
credulity of British inventors. 

Messrs. George Barnand & Co., of 69, Lombard-street, 
offer for subscription 8,000 shares in the Lima Railways 
Company (Limited), whose lines run from the capital, Lima, 
to Callao, and from Lima to Chorillos, and have a large 
and yearly increasing traffic. The dividend for 1870 was 
11} per cent., and for 1871 12} per cent., and the increase 
for the eight months of the present year is stated to be 
£16,783 over last year. There are no debentures or pre- 
ference shares to absorb any portion of the earnings of the 
lines, and the whole of the revenue consequently accrues 
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to the shareholders. The price of subscription is £25 per 
£20 share, at which the return is reckoned, under existing 
circumstances, at from 10 to 12 per cent. The lists of ap- 
plications will be closed on the 14th for London, and on the 
following day for the country. 

The prospectus of the Association of Land Financiers, 
Limited, has been issued. The capital being £100,000, in 
50,000 shares of £2 each, with. power to increase. The 
objects of this Association are to acquire and to deal 
generally in land and buildings in England, and to co- 
operate with, or assist financially such associations or 
persons whose objecis are to deal similarly in landed, or 
house properties. The Association has been privately 
established, and having already several thousands of its 
shares subscribed (£12,000), it has engaged in limited 
eperations by the purchase of freehold property and other- 
wise. It is intended subsequently to increase the capital 
to a much higher amount. 

The shares of the United States Rolling Stock Company 
are quoted at } to 1 premium. 








Mr. THomas Frooks, solicitor, of Sherborne, Dorset, has 
been appointed by the Lord Lieutenant to be Clerk of the 
Peace for that county ; his brother, Mr. William Ffooks, 
having resigned from ill-health. Mr. T. Ffooks was ad- 
mitted in 1840, and had acted as deputy Clerk of the 
Peace during his brother’s illness. 

Tre New Insxn Jupar.—The Right Hon. Richard Dowse, 
M.P. for Londonderry, was sworn in on the lst November 
as one of the Barons of the Court of Exchequer in Ireland, 
to fill the vacancy caused by the death of the Hon. Henry 
George Hughes, which took place on the 22nd July last. 
A detailed account of Mr. Dowse’s career will be found in 
16 8. J., at p. 240 His last public act as Attorney-General 
(to which office he was promoted in January last) was to 
initiate proceedings against the Roman Catholic Bishop of 
Clonfert and his coadjuator priests, who were condemned 
by Mr. Justice Keogh for unduly interfering with the 
Baron Dowse married, in 1852, Kate, 


Galway election. 
daughter of the late George Moore, Esq., of Analore, Clones. 
Mr. Dowse is an uncle of Mrs. Rousby, an actress well 
known and much esteemed. 


THe New Irish Sontctror-GenersL.—Mr. Hugh Law, 
Q.C., who succeeds Mr. Palles as Solicitor-General, was 
ealled to the bar in Easter Term, 1840, and obtained silk 
in 1860. He was a scholar (1837) of Trinity College, 
Dublin, and took his Bachelor’s degree in 1839. Mr. Law 
was the draftsman for the Act for disestablishing of the 
Church, and not, as {is generally supposed, the framer of 
the Irish Land Act of 1870. That Act was drafted by 
Mr. O’Connor Morris. Mr. Law has enjoyed ‘a considerable 
share of practice in the equity Courts in Dublin: he was, 
at the same time with Lord Cairns, pupil to the late Mr, 
Hayes, who, we believe, had a high opinion of his abilities. 

Mr. Wilfred Bushby, late partner in the firm of Lace; 
Banner, Newton, Bushby and Richardson, Liverpool, has 
succeeded to the old established agency business of 
Chester & Urquhart, solicitors, of Staple Inn. Mr. 
Urquhart, the sole surviving partner in the firm of 
Chester & Urquhart, died on the 9th ult., and his 
executrix has made an arrangement as to the goodwill 
with Mr. Bushby. ‘The firm of Chester & Urquhart were 
the London agents of Lace, Banner & Co., Mr. Bushby’s 
late firm. 

SABBATARIANISM ON THE Ratnway.—A decision was re- 
cently rendered by a Superior Criminal Court judge in 
Massachusetts, which is calculated to have a very serious 
effect upon the Sunday travel in that State. Some two 
months since it appears that a Mr. Weatherbee, of Boston, 
hurriedly made up his mind to take a Sunday trip into the 
country. Having barely had time to catch the train at the 
old Colony Depot, he was unable to procure a ticket. It is 
arule of the company that an addition of ten cents shall 
be collected under such circumstances, but Mr. Weatherbee 
believing it be unfair, declined to comply with the conduc- 
tor’s demand. The matter subsequently came before the 
Municipal Court, and resulted in the imposition of a fine of 
five dollars and costs, the magistrate holding that there 
had been an evasion of fare. ‘Ihe case was then appealed 
to a higher court, on the ground that companies running 





trains on Sunday, except where there is an absolute ne. 
cessity for the same, violate a well known statute of the 
Commonwealth, and, consequently, have no legal right to 
collect fares. Judge Devens immediately recognised the 
force of the argument, and the jury, acting on his advi 
brought in a verdict of not guilty. Under this decision, 
the railroad companies will be unable to collect even the : 
ordinary fares from passengers who may succeed in getting 
upon the cars without having procured tickets, At the 
Boston depot it is possible to prevent roughs from jumping 
on trains; but the rural stations being completely open, 
cannot be guarded without the aid of a force, to maintain 
which, would cost more than the profits of the Sunday 
traffic. In any event, the dilemma is sufficiently grave to 
put directors to their wits end, if they do not decide to 
discontinue the running of Sunday trains until the difficulty 
can be met by a legislative enactment.—Legal Opinion. 
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BIRTHS, MARRIAGES, AND DEATHS. 
BIRTHS, 

Martcoirp.—On Nov. 4, at Fern Bank, Augustus-road, 
Edgbaston, the wife of James Marigold, Esgq., soliciter, of a 
son. 

WILTSHIRE— On Nov. 2, the wife of Robert Wiltshire, of St. 
James’: terrace, Stockwell, solicitor, of a daughter. 

MARRIAGES. 

Brake—WyNDHAM—On Oct. 31, at All Saints’, Knightsbridge, 
Lucius O’Brien Blake, of the Middle Temple, Esq., late of 
the 5th Fusiliers, to Cecilia Isabella Crole Wyndham, widow 
of the late William Crole Wyndham, of Rutland-gate, and 
the Old Steyne, Brighton. : 

PxHILLips—DEMEURISSE—On Oct. 31, at Holy Trinity Church, 
Brompton, M. Revell Phillips, of the Middle Temple, barrister- 
at-law, to Katherine Strachan Demeurisse, niece and adopted 
daughter of Charles Demeurisse, of 3, Onslow-villas, South 
Kensington. 





DEATHS. 

Netson—On Novy. 4, at Folkestone, John Nelson, Esq., of 6 
Southwick-crescent, Hyde Park, and of Doctor’s-com mons» 
aged 77, 

TanourprIn—On Sept. 26, on board the Superb, on his voyage 
to Melbourne, and in the 30th year of his age, Harry 
Tahourdin, Esq,, second son of Charles Tahourdin, Esq., of 
Cleveland-gardens. 

LONDON GAZETTES, 
Professional Partnerships Dissolved. 
Tuespay, Nov. 5, 1872. 

Grocott, John Cooper, and Martin Browne, Lpool, Attorneys-at-Law. 

Nov2 


Winding up of Joint Stock Companies. 
Tvuespay, Nov. 5, 1872. 
Limirep IN CHANCERY. 


Liverpool Marine Insurance Company (Limited).—Petition for winding 
uo, presented Oct 29, directed to be heard before Vice Chancellor 
Malins on Nov 15. Gregory and Co, Bedford-row; agents for Hull 


Hoghes o 


aud Co, Lpool, solicitors for the petitioners. 
Creditors under Estates in Chancery. 
Last Day of Proof. 
Tuxspay, Noy. 5, 1872. 
Clark, Hannah, Lyncombe, Somerset, Widow. Dec 7. 
Soden, V.C, Wickens. Up:ons and Co, Austin Friars 
Fisher, Thos, Manch, Auctioneer, Dec 2. Bridgford v. Hammond, 
MR. Leaf, Manch 
Hill, Thos, Manch, Manufacturing Chemist. Dee 5. Hill » Hill, V.C. 
Wickens. Charleswood and Co, Manch 
Phillips, John, Mamnilad, Monmouth, Farmer. Dec 4. Herbert ¢ 
Jenkins, V.C. Bacon. Blount aad Davis, Usk 
Williams, John Price, Middle VTempie, Barrister-at-Law. Dee 10. 
Williams v Williams, V.C. Wickens. Sprott, Shrewsbury 
Creditors under 22 & 23 Vict. cap, 35. 
Last Day of Claim, 
Turspay, Oct, 29, 1872. 
Deacon, Geo, Swindon, Wilts, Watchmaker. Feb 1. Kinneir and 
Tombs 
Drummond, Sophia Jane, Hamilton Lodge, Kensington Gore, Widow. 
Nov 26. Cope and Co, Gt George st, Westminster 
Eaion, Geo, Crookes, Sheffield, Auctioneer. Dac 21. Broombead and 
Co, Sheftield 
Forde, Lewis, Bond ect chambers, Walbrook, Merchant. Dee 2. Thomas 
and Hollams, Mineing lane 
Gray, Geo, sen, Sheffield, Draper. Dec 2). Broomheal and Ce 
Sheffield 
Ho}t, Geo, Manch, Calico Printer. Dac 20. Claye and Son, Manch 
Holt, John, Halifax, York, Colliery Owner, Nov ll. Norris and Co, 
Halitax 
Jordan, Edwid, Worcester, Gent. Dec 25. Pugh, Worcester 
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King, Harriet, Emma volailiiiias Forest hill, Widow. Nov 20. Holmer 
and Co, Philpot Jane 

Lister, Jas Brown, Craven hi!l gardens, Hyde pk, Barrister-at-Law. 
Nov 30. Blake, Lincoln’s inn fields 

aes, Shor LiantillioPerthoiy, Monmouth, Clerk. 
Pontypridd 

Morris, John Bentley, Hanley, 
Nov 30, Challinor, Hanley 

Nash, Ann Sarah Roston, Bristol, Spinster. 
Bristol 

Prendergast, Mary, Forre, nr Torquay, Devon, Widow. Decl. 
and Co, Austin Friars 

Roberts, Sam}, Birm, Gent. Dec 6. Alicock and Milward, Birm 

Simms, Chas Sam}, Manch, Stationer. Jan 4. Addieshaw, Manch 

Slocombe, Mary, Exeter, Widow. Dec 6. Hayman, Eaton pl, Exeter 

Spreckley, Eliz, Forest Hill, Kent, Spinster. Nov 20. Holmer and Co, 
Philpot lane 

Tanner, Wm, Avenue rd, Regent’s pk, Esq. Dec.20, Syms and Son, 
Furnival’s inn 

Vinson, Jas, Bristol, Commercial Traveller. 
Robinson, Bristol 

Walmsley, Ann, Biackmoss, Chipping, 
Ascroit, Preston 

Walmsley, Joshua, Blackmoss, Chipping, Lancashire, Farmer. 
Ascroft, Preston 

Webster, Emily Anne, Cheltenham, Gloucester, Widow. Dec 2. Bubb 
and Co, Cheltenham 

Welch, John, Tatworth, Chard, Somerset, Yeoman, Dec 10, Clarke 
and Lukin, Chard 


Novl3. Morgan, 


Stafford, Manufacturer of Earthenware, 


Jan 1. Osborne and Co, 


Upton 


Jan 1, Stricklands and 


Lancashire, Spinster. Dec 2. 


Dec 2. 


Fripay, Nov, 1, 1872. 

Adams, Wm, Plashet hall, Essex, Farmer. 
church bidgs 

Baird, John, Deacon st, New Kent rd, Licensed Victualler. 
Saffery and Huntiey, Tooley st, London bridge 

Barnes, Orlando, Beeston, St. Andrew, Norfolk, Farmer. Dec 20. Culley, 
Norwich 

Blanchflower, Barnaby, Bradford, Kilmington, Devon, Esq. Dec 1. 
Hillearys and Tunstall, Fenchurch bldgs 

Browning, Thos, East Malling, Kent, Farmer. Dec 24, 
Sevenoaks 

Craddock, Wm, Dhurmusalla, East Indies, 
Crosse, Beli yd, Doctors’ common? 

Dorey, Hy, ‘The Grove Camberwell, Gent. 
Crosby sq 

Durston, Albert, Bethnal Green rd, Baker, 
Fenchurch st 

Eseott, Anna, Paris, Jan.1. 
Fusse!], Stephea, Notton, Wilts, Gent. 
Chippenham 

Frith, Peter, Sheffield, Optician. Dec 16. Bramley, Sheffield 

Goodbody, Eliz, Highbury cresent West, Islington, Widow. 
Carritt and son, Fenchureh st 

Hobson, John, Suepley, York, Gent. 
Huddersfield 

Hollingsworth, John, Greenwich, 

Howard, Thos, Kotherithe, 
Hutchins, birchin Jace 

Kimble, poe Shinfield, Berks, Farmer. Dec 2. 
chambers, Bainghall st 

Law, Wm, Torquay, Levon, Esq. 

Mellor, Wm Hy, Blackpool, Lancashire, Barrister at Law. 
Murray and Wrigley, Oldbam 

Murphy, Wm, Birm, Protestant Lecturer. 

irm 

Peacock, Chas, Nerth End, Hampstead, Gent. 
Philips, Charch ct, Lothbury 

Rooke, Mary, Shrewsbury, Salop, Widow. Nov 25. Broughall and Son, 
Shrewsbury 

Satterfield, j oskua, 
Prestage, Manch 

Smith, Eliz, Gleadless, Eckington, Derby, Widow. Dec 16. 
Shetiield 

Southgate, John, Priory grove, South Lambeth, Dairyman. Dee 8, 
Southgate. 

Swan, Joseph, Huddersfield, York Joiner. 
Learoyd, Huddersfield 

—" Geo, Derby, Elastic Web Manufacturer. 


Dec 20. Hilleary, Fen- 
Dec 9. 


Carnell, 
Surgeon-Major. Dec 21. 
Nov 26. 


Dec. 31. 


Baker, and Co, 
Carrit and Son, 


Roweliffe, Stogumber 


Dec 24. Kearey, and Co, 


Dec 31. 
Dec 16, Learoyd and Learoyd, 


Dec 31. Saw. Greenwich 
Nov 30, Murray and 


Gent, 
lron Master. 


Robins, Guildhall 


Nov 16, Jennings, St Swithin’s lane 
Dec 1. 
Dec 21. Jelf and Goule, 
Nov 30. Pilgrim and 


Chorley, Cheshire, Gent. Jan 1. Allen and 


Bramley, 
Dec 16. Learoyd and 
Dec 10, Robotham, 


Nov 


Derb, 
Walken. John Geddes, United Service, Club, Pall Mall, Lieut-Gen. 
28. Ashurst and Co, Abingdon st, Westminster 


Walker, Jonathan, Huddersfield, York, Plasterer. 

and Co, Huudersfield 
Tuespay, Noy. 5, 1872, 

Allen, Henrietta, Royal cres, Notting hill, Dee 31. 
Ely pl, Holborn 

Barnard, Geo, High Roothing, Essex, Farmer. 
Knocker, Gt Dunmow 

Bowden, Wm Hy, Lymm, Cheshire, Gent. Dec 18, 
Manch 

Brotherton, John, Park Farm, Southowram, York, Yeoman, 
Spirett, Leeds 

Barn, Sarah, Unthank, Cumberland, Spinster. Dee 31. Scott, Penrith 

Channon, ‘Thos, Stoke, Devonport, Devon. Dec 7. Childs and Sou, 
Liskeard 

Collins, Wm, Church Stowe, Jan $1. 
Daubeny and Wilson, Bath 

Cosford, Geo, Heytord Mill, 
Daventry 

Cowley, Wm Cornelius, Robert st, Hampstead rd, Builder. 
Fox and Robinson, Gresham house, Uld Broad st 

Coupland, Wm Newton, Elsham rd, Kensington, Whalebone Manufac- 
turers. Jan 6, Wansey and Bowen, Moorgate st 

Dart, Philip Fras, Budleigh Salterton, Devon, Esq. Richard- 
son, Goiden sq 

Draper, Edwd, Prescot, Lancashire, Gent. Dec 31. Tyrer, Prescot 

Ekins, Rev Jeflrey, Sampford, Essex. Dec 12. Bennett and Co, New 
sq, Lincoln’s inn 


Dec. 2. Laycock 


Edwards and Co, 
Nov 30. Wade and 
Swinburne and Co, 


Jan 1. 


Northampton, Blacksmith. 


Northampton, Miller. Nov 16. Roche, 


Dec 20. 


Dec 31. 


-Fonblanque, Albany Wm, Connaught sq, Esq. 





Dec 31, Dawson, Bed- 
ford sq 

Gummery, Jas, Kidderminster, Worcester, Chemist. Dec!31 
Kidderminster 

Hale, Warren Stormes, Orange st, Southwark, Esq. 
fields, Bank bldgs 

Haywood, Anne, Maltby, York, Widow. Febl. Wake, Sheffield 

Hollebone, Susan, Lewes, Sussex, Widow. Jan 31. Blaker and Sons, 
Lewes 

Howe, Thos, Monmouth, Tailer. Dec 30. Oakley, Monmouth 

Jackson, Edwd Lawtcn, hiagston-upon-Huil, vawabroker, 
England and C», Kingston-upon-Hull 

Jenkins, Alf, Trewirgie, Redruth, Cornwall, Gent, 
Redruth 

Lever, Chas, H.M.'s Consul at Trieste, Austria. 
Co, Victoria at, Westminster Abbey 

Miller, Geo Noake, Edgware rd, Jeweller. 

Parnell, Susannah, Upper Clapton, Widow. 
laume and Hanbury, New Broad st 

Pearson, Wm, Sedgiey pk, ur Manch, Merchant. 
and Co, Manch 

Robinson, Hanuah, Horton, Bradford, York, Widow. 
Bradford 

Rowe, Dame Fras Eliz, Bryanstoh sg, Widow. 
Willaume and Hanbury, New Broad st 

Rowe, Jonn, East India Dock rd, Poplar, 
King’s arms yd 

Staunton, Mary, Upper Bedford p!, Russeli 
and Co, Essex st 

Stott, Mary Ann, Hulme, Manch. 

Vyner, Robt, Cantby hail, Linc: ln, 
New sq, Lincoln’s inn 

Wallington, John Clement, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Esq. 
Large, Leamit gtou 

Watts, John, Thornhill rd, Barnsbury pk, Registrar of Births, Deaths, 
and Marriages. Dec 5. Watts, Offord rd, Barnsbury pk 

Wing, Sarah, Wisbech 5: Peter, Cambs, Stue Dealer. Dec 16, 
and Watson, Wisbech 


Burcher, 


Jan 2. Fresh- 


Jan i. 
Dec 16. Downing, 
Dec 20, Baxter and 


Janl. Kilsby, Cheapside 
Dec 7. Tanqueray-Wil- 


Dec 18. Swinburne 


Dec 31. Neill, 


Dec 9, Tanqueray- 


Ship Smith. Dec 14. Hall, 


sq, Widow. Dec 30. Young 
Jan 16. 
Esq. 


Heywood, Manch 
Dec 12, sennett and Co, 


Dec 26. 


Fraser 


Bankrupts. 
Futpay, Nov. 1, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proo.s of debts to the Registrar 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Fawcett, Jas, Hightown, York, Currier. Pet Oct 28. 
bury. Nov l4at 12 
Withers, Aaron, Lynduurst, Hauts, Hay Dealer. 
dike. Southampton, Nov 13 att 


Nelson. Daws- 


Pet Oct 50, Thorn- 


Turspay, Nov. 5, 1872. 
Under the Bankruptcy Act, 1869. 
Creditors must forward their proofs of debits to the Ragistrar. 
To Surrender in the Country. 
Babbage, Robt Tucker, Clifton, Bristol, Butcher. 
Bristol, Nov Is at i2 
Brunskill, Wia Fawcett, Torquay, Devon, Gent. 
Exeter, Nov 18 at li 
Burkill, Joon, West Halton, Lincoln, Farmer. 
Gt Grimsby, Nov 29 at lz 
Clarke, Hy John, siroud, Gloucester, lronmonger. 
ford. Gloucester, Nov iy ar 12 
Hance, John Worthy, Leamington Priors, Warwick, Bookseller. 
Nov 2. Campbell. Warwick, Nov 16 at 3 
Lake, Fras Greene, Goytre Ilali, Llanover, Mon, Farmer. 
Shepard. ‘Tredegar, Novy 18 at Il 
Meggison, Geo, and Junn Meggison, Darlington, Devon, Cattle Dealers. 
Pet Novl, Crosby. Stcckton-on-Tees, Nov 19 at 11.15 
Towns, Michael, Newcastie-upon-Tyne, Cabinet Maker, 
Mortimer. Newcuastie, Nov i6 at lt 
Wood, Geo, Newcastle-up n-Tyne, Contractor. 
Newcastle, Nov 16 at 14.30 


Pet Oct 31, Harley. 


Pet Nov l. Daw. 


Pet Oct 30. Daubney. 


Pet Novl. Riddi- 


Pet 
Pet Nov 2.. 


Pet Oct 31. 


Pet Oct 31. Mortimer. 


Liquidation by Arrangement, 
FIRST MEETINGS OF CREDITORS. 
Fripay, Nov. }, 1872. 
Arnold, Geo, Poland st, Oxford st, Working Jeweller. 
offices of Sydney and Son, Finsbary circus 
Baker, Thos, Lpool, out of business. Nov 
Mount pleasant, Lpool 
Baylis, John, Mayve’s hill, nr Winslow, Backs, Farmer. 
at the Bell Inu, Winslow. Matthews, Mauch 
Barney, Jax, Sutton, Surrey, Licensed Victualler, Nov 18 at 2, at 
offices of Biachford and Riches, Gt Swan alley, Moorgate st 
Bennell, Pheobaid Benj, Water.oo bridge ru, Lambeth, Bootmaker, 
1) at 2, at offices of Noon, Biomfield st 
Burgess, Jas, Luton, Bedford, Coal Merchant. 
Jolley, Guildford st, Luton 
Chambers, Ellis, Manch, Cloth Agents. 
Ridgefield, Manch 
Chedd, Robt, Kampisham, Dorset, Farmer. 
Burnett, South st, Dorcnester 
Clemitson, Peter Jas, Canterbury, Eating house keeper, 
at offices of Sankey and Co, Castle st, Cancervury 
Clewes, Moses Hodgetts, Halifields, ur Bilston, Stafford, Grocer. 
14 at 11, at ottice of Stokes, Priory st, Dadley 
Cocker, John Buckley, Congieton, Caoestire, Book-keeper. 
10, at office ot Cooper, Mill et, Congi ton , 
Cooke, John, Iitracombe, Devon, Farmer, 
Manning, South st, Southmolton 
Couper, John, Titus Cooper, and Coris Cooper, Pudsey, York, Manufac- 
turers. Novi at 11, at ottices of Khodes, Duke st, Bradford 
Cramer, Ernest, Finsbury ciicus, Mercuaat. Nov 18 ai 3, at offices of 
Brighten, Bishopsgate st Without 
Croft, Herbert Abraham, Middieton rd, Horasey, Architect. 
4, at offices of Webb and Pearson, Austin Friars 


Nov 13 at 2, at 
18 at 2, at office of Gray,. 


Nov 18 at 12, 


Nov 
Nov 8 at 3, at office of 
Nov 15 at 3, at offices of Orton, 
Nov 20 at 11, at office of 
Nov 15 at 12, 
Nov 
Nor 16 at 


Nov 22 at }, at office of 


Nov 15 at 
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Cunliffe, John, Manch, Yarn Dealer, Nov 20 at 3, at offices of Grundy 
and Coulson, Booth st, Manch 
Dewsbury, Chas, Hulme, Manch, Tea Dealer. Nov 16 at 3, at office of 
Leigh, Brown st, Manch 
Eaton, Thos,and Wm Chapman, Samuel st, Spitalfielas, Builders. Nov 
15 at 2, at 33, Gutter lane, Cheapside. Lindus, Cheapside 
Ferguson, Richd, St Helen’s, Lancashire, Pork Butcher. Nov 13 at 2, at 
offices of Evans and Lockett, Commerce chambers, Lord st, Lpool 
Fish, Robt Chas, Wolverhampton, Stafford, Grocer. Nov 16 at 10, at 
offices of Barrow, Queen st, Wolverhampton 
Fish, Salmon, Southtown, Suffolk, Builder. Nov 19 at 12, at office of 
Palmer, South quay, Gt Yarmouth 
Fowler, Joseph, Macclesfield, Chester, Provision Dealer. Nov l4at 2, 
at offices of Hand, Church side. Macclesfleld 
Fowler, Joseph Wm, Birm, Builder, Nov 15 at 12, at offices of Cole- 
man, Cannon st. Birm 
Fox, John, Newbury, Berks, Leather Seller. Nov 11 at 10, at the 
White Hart Hotel, Newbury. Lucas, Newbury 
Gain, Herbert Horatio, Southsea, Southampton, Paymaster R.N. Nov 
12 at 4, at offices cf King, Union st, Portsea 
Gibbens, Geo Thos, East rd, City rd, Soda Water Manufacturer. Nov 
13 at 11, at Mullen’s Hotel, Ironmonger lane, Cheapside, Butter- 
field, Ironmonger lane 
Gill, Fredk, Piymouth, Gardener. Nov 14 at 11, at offices of Derry, 
Courtenay st, Plymouth 
Goldsmith, Lydia, Croydon, Farrier, Nov 12 at 2, at offices of Wood 
and Hare, Basinghall st 
Graham, Jonathan, Moriey, near Leeds, Spinner. Nov 19 at 2, at 
office of Scholes and Co, Leeds rd. Dewsbury 
Gribben, Julia, Scarborough, York, Fish Dealer. Nov 18 at 3, at 
effice of Wiiliamson, Newborough st, Scarborough 
Hawkins, Geo, Gt Driffield, York, Linen Draper. Nov 18 at 3, at the 
Keys Hotel, Gt Driffield. Hodgson, Gt Driffield 
Hetherington, Wm, Lpool, Bookseller. Nov 15 at 3, at office of Gibson 
and Bolland, South Jolin st, Lpool 
Hirst, John. Burnley, and Robert Isherwood, Hapton, Lancaster, 
Builders. Nov 19 ut 4, at office of Southern and Howell, Hargreaves 
st, Burnley 
Hitchings, Ann, Narberth, Pembroke, Géneral Draper. Nov. 15 at 2, 
at office of Lewi, St James’ st, Narbetn 
Hudgell, Edward, Bromley. Kent, Attorney's Clerk. Nov 15 at 12, at 
offices of the London Warehousemen’s Association, Gutter lane, 
Knox 
Hudson, Edward Necves. Powis gardens, Bayswater, Promoter of Com- 
panies. Nov 12 at 12, at cffices ot Roberts, Moorgate st, Gold- 
ring, Moorgate st 
Jackson, Isaac, Marston Mortaine, Bedford, Shopkeeper. Nov 7 at 3, 
at the White Hart Hote!, Ampthill. Stimson, Bedford 
James, Ellen, Chatham, Kent, Milliner. Nov 14 at 2, at the Cathedral 
Hotel, St Paul’s Churchyard. Stephenson, Chatham 
Jeffery, Benj, and John Jeffery, Cuckfield, Sussex, Builders. Nov 12 
atll, at the S:ation Hotel, Hayward’s Heath. Waugh, Cuckfield 
Jeffries, Joseph, Tipton, Stafford, Accountant Clerk. Nov 16 at 1}, at 
office of Shakespeare, Church st, Oldbury 
Jones, Richd Albert, Birm, Licensed Victualler. Nov 15 at 12, at 
office of Powell, Clarendon chambers, Temple st, Birm 
Kearsley, Jas, bacup, Lancashire, Bricklayer. Nov 16 at 11, at office 
of Athinson, Bankhouse lane, Newehurch rd, Bacup 
Kilburn, John, Jacksonbridge, York, Biauket Manufacturer. Nov li at 
2, at oftice.of Booth, John William st, Huddersfield 
Lowe, John, Wappenshall, Salop,Comm Agent. Nov 14 at 2, at offices 
of Knowles and Son. Church st, Weliington 
Macpherson, Wm, Aberayron, Cardigan, Grocer. Nov 18 at 12, at 
Offices of Jordan, North parade, Aberayron 
Marsden, Midgley, Cleckheaton, Birstal, York, Yarn Spinner. Nov 16 
at 2, at the George Hotel, Heckmondwike 
Marshal), Nubery Cranly, Newport, lof W, Pork Butcher. Nov 13 at 
1. at offices uf Richards, High st, Newport. Urry, Ventnor 
Masterson, Joshua, Kirtley, Suffolk, Lodging house Keeper. Nov 20 at 
12, at offices of Archer, Lowesio!t 
Mead, Wm, Whitecross st, Southwark, Cheesemonger. Nov 25 at 3, at 
offices of Hicklin and Washington, Trinity sq, Boro’ 
Moore, Hy Josiah, Frampton pk rd, Hackney. Mineral Water Manufac- 
turer. Nov 16 at 12, at offices of Sydney, Leadenhall st 
Morris, Joseph, sen, St Alban’s, Herrford, Straw Hat Mannfacturer. 
Nov 14 at 3, at the George Hotel, St Alban’s, Annesley, St Alban’s 
Munday, Joseph, Tunbridge Wels, Kent, Pork Butcher. Nov 18 at 3, 
-at offices of Cripps, Prospect rd, Tunbridge Wells 
Murgatroyd, Ldwu, Shipiey, York, Greengrocer. Nov 15at4, at office 
of Atkinson, Tyrrel st, Bradford 
Newms=n, Joseph. Upper Kennington lane, Butcher. Nov 12 at 1, at 
offices of Liubbard, Long lane, West Smithfield 
Patchett, Benj, Lpool, Master Mariner, Nov 14 at 2, at offices of Etty, 
Lord +t, Lpvol 
Philpatt, Jas, Westminster Bridge rd, Oilman. Nov 20at 3, at officesof 
Gammon, Barge yd, Buckiersbury 
Bresante, John Morison, Crosby hall chambers, Bishopsgate st, Wine 
Merchant. Nov 14 at 12, at offices of Digby, Liucolu’s inn fields 
Richardson, Jas, Sunderland, Durham, Grocer. Nov 15 at 3, at offices 
of Bell, Lambton st, Sunder.and 
Richmond, Geo, and Fras Loens, St Mary axc, Cigar Merchants. Nov 
15 at 2, at offices of Smith, Leadenhall sc 
Riley, Thos, Soothii!l, Dewsbury, York, Contractor. Nov 15 at 11, at 
Offices ot Scholefieid, Grunswics st, Batley 
Rough, Geo, Ewhurst, Surrey, Furiher. Noy 9 at 2, at offices of Coote, 
Ciement’s inu, Strand 
Routledge, Wm, Manch. Furniture Broker, Nov 15 at 11, at offices of 
Sampson, St James’ chambers, South King st, Manch 
Sanders, Wm Edwin, Egremont, Cheshire, Chemist. Nov 15 at 2, at 
offices of Meadows, Dale st, Lp ol 
Simmons, Jonn, Chorley, and Jolin Prescott, Halliwell, Lancashire, 
Builders. Nov 14 at 11, at offices of Morris, Townhall chambers, 
Chorley 
Slater, John, Birm, Milliner. Nov 8 at 3, at olfices of Wright and 
Marshall, Townhail chambers, New st, Birm 
Smith, Wm, Saitord, Lancasiire, Geer Retailer. Nov 13 at 3, at offices 
ot Ward, Cotham s!, Sirangeways, Manch 





Spivey. Thos, Howden, York, Blacksmith. Nov 12 at 11, at effices of 
Green, Howden 

Stanley, Chas, Kent House, New Wimbledon, Plumber. Nov 14 at2, at 
office of Slater and Pannell, Guildhall chambers, Basinghall st. 
Hewitt. Nicholas lane 

Story, Wm, Hampton hill, Middx, Surgeon. Nov 15 at 12, at 33, 
Gutter lane. Plunkett, Gutter lane 

Stott, Frank!in, Hartshead, York, Innkeeper. Nov 20 at 11, at the 
Royal Hotel, Brighouse 

Street, Arthur, Ventnor, I of W, Carpenter. Nov 11 at 1), at offices of 
Damant, St John’s House, Ventnor 

Tattersall, Fras, Staincross, York, Corn Miller. Nov 16 at 3, at the 
Coach and Horses Hotel, Barnsley. Freeman, Barnsley 

Thomas, John, Abingdon, Berks, Licensed Victualler, Nov 13 at 12.30, 
at the Duke William Public house, Oak st, Abingdon 

Thomas, John, Lianllawddog, Carmarthen, Auctioneer. Nov 9 at 10.5, 
at offices of Evans. Queen st, Carmarthen 

Trayis, Wm, Lpool, Tailor. Nov 14 at 3, at office of Quinn, South John 
st, Lpool 

Wheble, Hy, Sonthampton, Porter. Nov 12 at 2, at offices of Harfield, 
Portland st, Southampton 

Whitaker, Thos, Lpool, Builder. Nov 14 at 1, at offices of Roberts and 
Co, Lpvol 

Winch, Edwd, Goldsmith ter, Goldsmith rd, Leyton, Flour Factor. 
Nov 15 at 3, at offices of Ellis and Crossland, Mark lane 

Word, Joseph, Versailles rd, Upper Norwood, out of business, Nov 12 
at 3, at office of Grout and Stephenson, Suffolk lane, Cannon st 
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Adams, Hy Gardiner, Canterbury, Chemist. Nov 22 at 2, at 16, Wat- 
ling st, Canterbury. Wightwick & Co 

Allen, Wm, Longton, Staffordshire, Jeweller. Nov 15 at 11, at offices 
of Hawley, Stafford st, Longton 

Attwell, Alonzo Geo, Bali’s Pond rd, Islington, Butcher. Nov I19as ll, 
at offices of Pearce & Son, Giltspur st 

Bartlett. Geo, Teignmouth, Devonshire, Tailor. Nov 19 at 11, at offices 
of Hirtzell, Queen st, Exeter 

Baynes, Thos, West Hartlepool, Durham, Draper. Nov 19 at 3, at the 
Raglan Hotel, Tower st, West Hartlepool. Todd, West Hartlepool 

Boorne, Wm, Heigham, Norwich, Gent. Nov 13 at 12, at o:fice of Fox, 
Surrey st, Norwich 

Bryan, Geo, Todd st, Manch, Iron Merchant. Nov 18 at 12.30, at offices 
of Raby & Co, Corporation st, Manch. Jukes, Birm 

Budgett, John Season Bargess, King’s place, Commercial rd, Surgeon. 
Nov 20 at 2, at offices of Tilley & Shenton, Finsbury pl South 

Bullen, Joseph, Hy Bullen, and Thomas Hugh Taylor, Lpool, Brewe:s, 
Nov 20 at 2, at office of Harris, Union ct, Castle st, Lpooi 

Barch, Geo Wm, Leman st, Whitecapel, Undertaker. Nov l4at ll, 
at office of Dobson, Southampton bidgs, Chancery-lane 

Carter, Isabella, Addison rd North, Notting hill, Fancy Dealer. Nor 
2t at2,at the Masons’ Hall Tavern, Masons’ avenug, Basinghall st. 
Watson, Basinghall st 

Collins, John Hy, Hare st, Brick lane, Bethnal Green, Licensed 
Victualler, Nov 26 at 3, at offices of Heathfield, Lincoln’s inn fields 

Cooke, Geo, Southam, Warwick, Miller. Nov 18 at 10, at the Court 
house, Southam. Davies, Southam 

Death, Wm, Byfield, Northampton, Railway Snb-Contractor. Nov 14 
at ll, at the Crown Inn, Banbury. Davis, Bedford row 

Elsworth, Hy, Todmorden, York, Stonemason. Nov 18 at 4, at the 
White Hart Hotel, Todmorden. Eastwood, Todmorden 

Fairhurst, Joun, Platt Bridge, ur Wigan, Lancashire, Juiner. Nov 18 at 
3, at office of Hawett, King st, Wigan 

Fogden, Chas Charles st, Grosvenor sq, Licensed Victualler. Nov 12 at 
Ul, at the Round Table Hotel, St Martin's ct, Leicester sq 

Gardiner, Edwd Hy, Mitcheldean, Gloucester, Grocer. Nov 16 at 1, at 
the Booth Hall Hotel, Westgate st, Gloucester. Jackson, Stroud 

Goldberg, Marn, Gravel lane, Hounisditech, Eating house Keeper. Nov 
13.ut 2, at oflices of Dobson, Southampton bidgs, Chancery lane 

Green, Geo, jun, Leighton Buzzard, Bedtord, Bricklayer. Nov 14 at 2, 
at the King’s Arms Tavern, North st, Leighton Buzzard, Marshall, 
Lincoln’s inn fields 

Hamiltou, Rsv Jas, Doulting, Somerset. Nov '2 at 12, at office of 
Hobbs, Wells 

Hart, Geo, Coldharbonr lane, Brixton, Baker, Nov 12 at 3, at 12, 
Hatton garden, Marshall 

Hawkins, John, Brockley rd, Deptford, Wina Merchant. Nov 13 at 11, 
at offices of Pigeon, Gt George st, Westminster 

Hewitt, Geo, Chestertield, Derby, Manufacturer. Nov 16 at 10, at 
offices of Cowdall, Suresby st, Cnesterfie'd 

Hibell, John, Balsali Heath, Worcester, Journeyman Wire Worker. 
Nov 14 at 3, ut offices of Jaques, Cherry st, Birm 

Hickman, Geo Alfd, Queen’s rd, st John's wood, Spirit Merchant. Nov 
18 at 2, at otlices of Rice, Pall Mail 

Hooker, Geo Spencer, East Grimstead, Sussex, Miller. Nov 18 at 1,30, 
at the Sussex Hotel, Tunbridge Wells. Langham, jun, Uckfield 

Jackson, Sam!, Greengates, nr Apperly Bridge, York, Inukeeper. Nov 
15 at LI, at offices of Busfield and Atkinson, Market st, Bradford 

Jones, Eliz Ellen, Woodside ter, Gipsy hill, Norwood, Widow. Nov 
20 at 2, at offices of Sinith and Wall, New ian, Strand 

Jones, Geo, Walsall, Stafford, Greengrocer. Nov (8 at Li, at offices of 
Adams, Goodall st, Walsall 

Jones, Sum, jun, Abberley, Worcester, out of business. Noy 13 at 3, 
at 142, Miil st, Kidderminster. Saunders, jun. 

Kettle, Geo, Easton, Norfolk, Market Gardener. Nov 14 at 12, at 
offices of Culley, Guildhall chambers, Norwich 

Law, Fredk Cary, Northampton, Fruiterer. Nov (8 at 3, at offices of 
Becke, Market sq, Northampton 

Lloyd, Napoleon Thos, Solihull, Warwick, Comm Agent. Nov 1s at 3, 
at offices of Jaques, Cherry s', Birm 

Macfarlane, David; Green lanes, Stoke Newington, beershop Keeper. 
Nov 22 at 2, at otfices of Howard, Quality ct, Chancery lane 

Martin, Hy, Northcotts, Crediton, Devon, Contractor. Nov 18 at 11, at 
ottices of Searle, High st, Crediton 

Morgan, Walter, and Marthe Morgan, Stowmarket, Saffulk, Drapers. 
Nov 22 at 11, at Anderton’s Hotel, Fieet st. Gudgeon 

Morris, David, Cerrigydruidiou, Denvigh, ‘Lalor, Nov 21 atl, at the 
Owen Glyn Dar Horel, Corwen. Hugues, Corwen 
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Natali, Elkanah, City rd, Show Case Manufacturer. Nov 18 at 12, at 
offices ot Dubois, Gresham bidgs, Basingh«ll st, Murray, Gt St. 
Helen’s 

Nunn, Hy, Gough st, Gray’s inn rd, Carver 
Lewis, Hlatton edn, Holborn 

Paley, Wm, Crofton Grange. York, Farmer. Nev 18 at 2, at the Royal 
Hotol, Wood st, Wakefield. Nettleten 

Palfrey, Fredk Jones, Birm, Ticket Writer. 
Lowe, Temple st Rirm 

Paxtord, Thos Yeoman, Sheffie'd Ale Merchant. 
offices of Patteson, Bank st, Sheffield 

Penziches, John Constantine, Manch, Merchant, 
of Addleshaw, King st, M anch 

Phillirs, Philip Benj, Manch, Veterinary Surgeon. Nov 20 at 3, at 
offices of Gardner and Horn er, Cross st, Manch 

Price, Edwin Plumer, Tanfield st. Temple, Barrister-at-Law. Nov 21 
at 2, at effices of Lewis and Lewix, Ely pl, Holborn 

Schiff, Saling Gt Alie st, Goodman’s Fiel s, Cigar Manufacturer, Nov 
28 at 3, at effices ot Lawrance ani Ce, Old Jewry chambers 

Simons, Edwd Walter, Chelmsford, Essex, Butcher. Nov 18 at 18, at 
offices of Blyth, Chelmsford 

Smith, Emmott, Nelson, nr Burnley, Lancashire, Tailo*. Nov 20 at 3, 
at offices of Southern and Nowell. Hargreaves st, Burnley 

Wiley, Geo,t Birm, Shee Dealer. Nov 19 at 3, at offices of Rowlands and 
Co, Arn st, Birm 

Wilson, Frdk, Maidstone, Ken t, Grocer. Nov 18 at 3, at offices of 
Buckler and Co, Fenchurch st 

Wolff, Geo, Alsager, Cheshire, out of business. 
ef Sutton, Hill Top, Burslem 


Nov 15 at 3, at offices of 
Nov lo at 4, at offices of 
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Nov 22 at 3, at offices 
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EDE & SON, 


ROBE Bat MAKERS, 


BY SPECIAL APPOINTMENT, 


10 HER MAJESTY, THE LORD CHANCELLOR, THE JUDGES, CLERGY, ETC. 


ESTABLISHED 1689. 
SOLICITORS’ AND REGISTRARS’ 
94, CHANCERY LANE, LONDON. 


GOWNS. 





MPERIAL CLUB, No. 2, Cursitor-street, Chan- 
cery-lane, E.C.—This Club is estdvlished to afford the ordinary 
accommodation of aclub to gentiemen of the various professions mer- 
chants, &. Town Members, Thre» Guineas; Country Members, Two 
Guineas. ‘The first 50° members will be elected without entrance fee. 
Subscriptions paid now will entitle members t> the privileges of the 
club to the en of the approaching year. By the constitution of the 
club no member can incur any liability beyond his subscription. ‘There 
are residential Chambers in the buildiag for the accommodation of 
members.—For particulars apply to Mr. J. Howse, Manager, 





New Edition (in royal 12mo, price 21s. cloth) of 
LMER’S PRACTICE in LUNACY, adapted to 
the Lunacy Regulation Acts, 1853 an:l 1862; with Schedule and 
Notes of Cases, and Recent Decisions; a1 APPENDIX of Forms and 
Costs, the Statutes, and General Orders in Lunacy 
London: Stevens & Sons, 119, Chancery-lane. 


sed WINE BINS.—W. & J. Burrow, 
MALVERN, 
The original Inventors and Patentees of the “‘ Safety’? Wine Bins, 
with separate rest foreach botile. All sizes and shapes. 
Niiustrated Price Lists free. 


CIGARS. 
HALFORD & ARKELL, 
DEALERS IN CIGARS, 
IMPORTERS OF MEERSCHAUM PIPES AND THE CELEBRATED 
G, B. D. BRIARS. 
161, STRAND (adjoining King’s College). 











UTCH FLOWER ROOTS.—Daniets Bros.’ 
ONE GUINEA CASE contains 36 Hyacinths, 200 Crocus in 4 
varieties, 24 Tulips, 50 Anemones,.24 Ranunculi, 8 Jonquils, 8 Vonble 
White Narcissus, 100 Snewdrops, 12 Iris, 12 Polyanthus Narcissus, 8 


Scillas, 8 Ixias. Half the above quantity, Lls, 6d., with full cultural 
directions. Case and package included, and carriage free on receipt of 
Daniets Bros., Seed and Bu!b Merchants, The Royal Norfolk Seed 
Establishment, Norwich. 


OYAL POLYTECHNIC.—Open at 12 and 7. 
Admission 1s.—New Ghost, THE WHITE LADY OF AVENEL 
~THE SLEEPING BEAUTY, by Mr. George Buckland, assisted by 
Misses Alice Barth and Florence Hunter.—COAL, and HOW TO SAVE 
I, by Professor Gardner.—Lectures on Natural Philosophy, by Mr. 
King; the Diver and Diving Bell; and many other Entertainments. 


ATIONAL INSTITUTION for DISEASES of 
the SKIN. Puayrerctan—Dr. BARR MEADOWS. _ Patients 
at 227, Giay’s-inn-road, King’s -cross, on Mondays and Thursdays, 

nd at 10, Mitre-atreet, Aldgate, on Wednesdays and Fridayr ; morning 
at 10, evening from 6 till 9. Average number of cases under treatment, 
weekly, THOMAS ROBINSON, Hon. Sec. 

















PARTRIDGE AND COOPER 


WHOLESALE AND RETAIL STATIONERS, a 
192, Fleet-street, and | & 2, Chancery-!ane, London, E,C. 

Carriage paid to the Country on Orders exceeding <Us 

DaarT Paper, 4s, 6d., 68.,78., 78. 9d., and 93, per ream, 

Briry Paper, (3s. 6d., 17s. 6d. and 23s. tid. per ream. 

FootscaP Paper, 10s. 6d., 138. 6d.,and 18s. 6d. per ream, 

CaeaM-LaipD Nore, 38.,4s., and 5s. per ream, 

Lares Cream Latp Nore, 4s.,68.,and 7s. per ream. 

Lance Buve Norte, 3s., 4s., and 6s. per ream. 

Envevopxs, Cream On BuUvs, 3s. fid., 4s. 5d., and 63. fd. per 1°06, 

Tue “ Temere” Envevore, extra secure, 9s. td. per luud, 

FoorscaP OFFiciat Enverores, ts. tid. per 10. 

Parraiper & Coorer’s VELLUM Wove Cius House Nore, 9s. fd per 
ream. 

** We can honestly recommend it. To lawyers, whose writing should 
be as distinct as possible, this paper will be paruculariy aeceptable,”— 
Law Times. 

{npenture Skins, Printed and Machine-raled, 2s, each, 234. por dz. 
110s, per roll. 
Seconbs or FoLtowes, Ruled, ls. 84. each, 19s. per dozen,90s. par roll. 
Reccrps ok Memoriats, 6d, each, 5s. ‘il. par dozen, 
Lepcers, Day Books, Casa Booxs, Lerrek o4 Minute Boon 
An immense stock in various vindia *, 

IutustaateD Price List of [nkxtands, Postage Scales, Copring 
presses, Writing Cases, Despatch Boxes, Uak and Waluut >tatiorery 
Cabinets, and other useful articles udtpated fur Livcarv or O Bee use, 
post fre». 


The Companies Acts, 1862 & 1337. 


Every requisite under the above Acts supplied on the shortest notice. 





The BOOKS AND FORMS kept in stock for immediate use 
MEMORANDA and ARTICLES OF ASSOCIATION speedily printed 
in the proper form for registration and discribuuon, SHARE CEK 
TIFICATLS, DEBENTURES, &c., engraved and printed OFFICIAL 
SEALS designed and executed. No charge for sketches. Come 
panies Fee Stainps. Railway Registration Forms. 


Solicitors’ Account Books. 
ASH & FLINT, 
S ationers, Printers, Engravers, Registration Agents, &c., 
street, London, E.C. (corner of Serivants -ian. 


49, Fleet, 


LONDON GAZETTE (published by authority) and LONDON and 
COUNTRY ADVERTISEMENT OFFICE, 
No. 117, CHANCERY 4LANE, FLEET STREET. 
| ENRY GREEN, Advertisement Agent, begs to 
direct the attention of the Legal Profession to the advantages 
of his long experience of upwards of twenty-five years, in the specialin- 


| sertion of all pro forma notices. &c., and hereby svlicits their ¢vatinued 


support.—N.b, One copy of advertise ment only required,and the strictest 
care «nd proimptitude assure’. Officially stampel foras tor adver 
tisements and tile of * London Gazette ” kept. Ky app vintmant. 





THE NEW BANKRUPTCY COURT 
Is only a few minutes’ walk from 
fe tae. 26 4, STRAN D— 
Dinners (from the joint), vegetables, &c., Ls. d., or with Soup 
or Fish, 2s. and 23. 6d. “if I desire « substantial dinner off the joint, 
with the agreeable accompaniment of lighs wins, both cheap and 
good, I know only of one house, and that is in the Strand, close to Vanes 
Inn, There you may wash down the roast beef of old Eugland with 
excellent Burgundy, at two shillings a botrle, or you may te supplied 
with half a bottle for a shilling.”—All the Year Round, June ts, 1864, 
paye 440, 
‘The new Hall lately added .s «ne of the handsomest dining-rooms ia 
London. Dinners (irom the oint), vegetables, Xc., ls. bd, 


HE HIGH PRICE OF MEAT.—Great economy 
effected by using LIEBIG COMPANY’S EXTRACT? of MEAT. 
Read carefully the printed instructions, 
Cavtion.—None genuine without Baron Liebiz’s, the Invertor’s 
signature. Beware of all imitation extract. 


\ ELBY PUGIN’S GOTHIC FURNITURE.— 
Furniture similar to that supplied to the Granville Hotel, from 
the designs ot 
E. WELBY PUGIN, Eszq., 
Can be obtained on application to Messrs. Joan Worstey & Co., Vic- 
toria-street, Belgravia. N.B.—Estimates given for furnishing houses 
complete in the Gothic style. 


AUGH & SON.—Superior CARPETS.—Re- 

prodaction of the Adams style of design in carpets, &c.; also 

special designs in furniture, curtains, and decorations.—London Carpet 

Wareho se, 3 and 4, Goodge-street ; 65 and 66, Tottenham-court-road. 
Establis) ed 1769. 


NG ".0-INDIAN CARPETS.—WAUGH & SON, 


$an 14, Goodge-street; 65 and 66, Tottenham-court-road, W. 


CHOOL BOARD FOR LONDON.—The Papers 
tb issued by the Board can be had By ogpeR of 
YATES & ALEXANDER, 
PRINTERS TO THE LONDON SCHOOL noaRy 
Symonds-inn, Chancery-lane, 
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THE ASSOCIATION OF LAND FINANCIERS, 


LIMITED, 


Incorporated under the Companies Acts, 1862 and 1867. 


Capital £100,000, in 50,000 Shares of £2 each, with power to increase. 


Deposit on Application, 5s. per Share, and 5s. per Share on allotment. No call to exceed 5s. per Share; at least four 
months’ notice to be given of any call. 





DIREcToRrs. 
W. ARMYTAGE EARNSHAW, Esgq., of Wath Hall, Wath- 
on-Dearne, Rotherham. 
The Rey. Canon FREW, M.A., 48, Tavistock-crescent, West- 
bourne-park, London, W. 
Commissary-General R. M. GARDINER, 45, St. George’s- 
square, S.W. 

Sir GEORGE DUNCAN GIBB, Bart., of Falkland, M.D., 
LL.D., 1, Bryanston-street, Portman-square, London, W. 
FREDERICK LEWIS MALGARINI, ee: F.S.S., White- 

hall-place, London, 8. W. 
Commissary-General LEONCE ROUTH, 62, Montague-square, 
Hyde-park, W. 
The Prince ADAM WISZNIEWSKI,* Member of the Agri- 
cultural Society of France, &c., Paris. 
* Representing the interests of French shareholders. 


Cuter SecrETARY—W. P. GASKELL, Esq., J.P., of Fulmer 
House, Fulmer, Slough. 


Banxers—Messrs. RANSOM BOUVERIE, & CO., 1, Pall 
Mall East, London, 5.W. 


Soricrrors—Messrs. MILLER & SMITH, 2, Salter’s-hall- 
court, Cannon-street, London, E.C. 


Broker—W. DARLEY BENTLEY, Esq., 17 and 18, Cornhill, 
London, E.C,. 


Avpirors—Messrs. GRIFFITHS, FIELD, & CO., Abchurch- 
chambers, E.C. 





SrcrETARY—RICHARD HENRY LAN GRIDGE, Esq. 


Orrices—No. 7, WHITEHALL PLACE, LONDON, 8.W. 


The objects of this Association are, to require, and to deal 
generally in land and buildings in England; and to co- 
operate with, or assist financially, such associations or persons 


whose objects are to deal similarly in landed or house pro- | 


erties. 
: ‘This Association has been established by private subscription, 
and having several thousands of its shares subscribed (£12,000) 
it has engaged in limited operations by the purchase of freehold 
property and otherwise. ‘The remaining shares are now issued. 
It is intended subsequently to increase the capital toa much 
higher amount. ; 

Associations in connexion with lands and buildings in Eng- 
land have stood out in bold relief, as sound and successful, 
against the innumerable undertakings which have had to suecamb 
to each financial crisis. The Directors have in view the pur- 
chase of certain house properties in London, which,jwhile yield- 
ing advantageous returns in rents, are expected to bring a 
premium of 15 per cent. and upwards on the principal, by sub- 
sequent re-sale under special circumstances. 


GENERAL BUSINESS. 


Proposals have already been made to the Board to develope | 


certain building estates and to co-operate with builders in 
oprations yielding fiom 10 to 20 percent. The Directore are 
also in a position to place a considerable number of shares, by 
purchasing certain estates which only néed further outlays in 
the erections of buildings to yield ample revenues, but they have 
refrained from embarking in such operations in order to deal 
only with the properties when their full development can be 
guaranteed by the meang at their actual command. 

Proposals haye also been received to carry out investi- 
gations as to the indications of coal and iron ore in some pro- 
perties. In some cases such investigations carried out more 
easily in our day with all the appliances of modern science— 
have led to results which doubled and trebled the amount of the 
purchase money. In one notable instance, an 
estate, deeply encumbered, is now being relieved unexpectedly 
ot its encumbrances through such an investigation, which has 
opened up a valuable coal mine. 

It s also inticipated that profitable returns can be obtained 
in such exceptional cases, where the Directors may fell justified 


in co-operating financially in the establishment of any land or | 


building company for special purposes. 


LAND INVESTMENTS. 


Our successful speculators, financiers, and operators end al- | 


most invariably by placing their secured grains in landed in- 
vestments. 
and rest are only attained by this class of security, which time 
must strengthen. The increased value of iron, coal, and other 
articles, combined with the rise in the price of labour, must 
naturally lead to higher rates in all kinds of manufactures. 
‘These causes are leading steadily and almost insensibly to an 
— in the value of land and of house properties gene- 
rally. 

The difficulties in the transfer of properties will probably be 
remedied by Parliament before long, as stated by the Spectator 
on the Land Question :— 

“ We do hope that Parliament will make land as saleable as 
Consols before it enters upon that endless question of tenant- 
right. The emancipation of the soil would enrich the pro- 
prietors to a degree that would simplify the whole subject of 
tenant-right. ‘The price of land when an acre can be sold for a 


extensive | 


Their hardly-earned experience teaches that safety | 


| shilling, and in five minutes, would be fifty years’ purchase, not 
| thirty-five.” 
PRINCIPALS ADOPTED in the 
ASSOCIATION, 
| There has not been any promotion money whatsoever paid, 
| either directly or indirectly. The Directors have subseribed 
| for their shares on the same basis as the other shareholders. 
| Lhe expenses will continue to be limited to such necessities as 
| are essential to the management of the Association. It is in- 
tended, as a fundamental principle of management, to restrict 
| the operations of the Association wit hin the legitmate scope of 
| its capital, and to command at all times a sufficient proportion 
on realisable assets, 
Out of the profits of the Association any balance in excess of 
a dividend of 10 per cent. will be placed to an accumulation 
fund, until such timeas the said fund enables the Association to 
| refund to each shareholder the amount paid up on each share, 
| together with a sum sufficient to pay up the amount uncalled 
| on each share ; so as to leave the shares, eventually, as net pro- 
fits to the members. 


FORMATION of the 


DIVIDENDS. 

The directors confidently assert that they are prepared to 
enter into remunerative business (acting with competent pro- 
fessional advisers), which they Lelieve will enable them to 
| divide 10 per cent. per annum among the shareholders, dating 
| from the next allotment, apart from the intention of carrying 
| out the principle of an accumulation fund, and anticipate being 
able to declare half-yearly dividends, 

Special rules have been drawn up for the management, 
| which it is believed will tend to maintain the Association free 
| from some of the disturbing influences so often affecting the 
| prosperity of Companies, and which will insure more indi- 
|'vidual responsibility in the management than is generally 
found in a Company. The Articles of Association can be in- 
spected at the offices of the Company. 

Shares may be prepaid. ‘Ine interest on pre-payments will 
| bed per Cent. per annum. 
| Prosp@ctuses may be obtained, on application, from the 
| bankers, solicitors, broker, auditors, and at the offices of the 
| Company. 

In the event of no allotment to applicants for shares, the de- 
| posit money will be returned in full. By order of the Board. 

No. 7, Whitehall-place,S. W. 

Form of Application for Shares. 

To the Directors of the Association of Land Financiers 
(Limited). 

Gentlemen.—HerewithI enclose the sum of £-———, being 
a deposit of 5s. per share on — shares in the above Associa+ 
tion. I hereby agree to accept the said shares or any lesé 
number which you may allot to me, subject to the regulations of 
the Company, and I authorise you to place my name on 
Register of Members for the shares allotted to me. 

Name in FUL, . .stvrccticbueiesecdia 

Residence .......+. 
Date 
Usual Signature .... 
Description .,... : 

Form of application for shares to be presented entire to the 
bankers, or to the Secretary, who will fill up the receipt and re- 
turn it to the applicant. z 
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